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to DOUBLE or 
TRIPLE your , 


truck tire mileage? 


Maybe that’s too much to hope 
for—but the GoodyearYKL truck 
and bus tire is delivering results 
like that in many instances. 


E TRIED to sum up in a |= 
single sentence the super- 


lative merit of the new YKL truck 
and bus tire made by Goodyear. 


It isn’t easy —the actual perform- 
ance of thistire almost defies belief. 


The nearest we could come to it 
—is this: 


No matter what any other truck 
tires have ever done for you, the 
YKL tire will do it better! 


Literally hundreds of letters from 
enthusiastic users report mileage 
increases of from 60% up to 200% 
and 300% from this astonishing 
performer. 


The big reason for this huge step- 
up in mileage is an entirely new 
basic material — a feather-light, 
amazingly tough satin-like rayon 
cord, called RAYOTWIST*— spun 
from cotton cellulose and like car- 


bohydrates. 


Rayotwist is lighter, stronger, far 
superior to ordinary cord in its 


prolonged resistance to heat —the 
cause of 829, of all truck tire failures! 


Because of this, YKL’s give you 
NINE major advantages, and the 
harder the service the sharper 
these advantages stand out: 


1—LONGER TREAD WEAR 

2—LONGER BODY LIFE 

3—GREATER BRUISE RESISTANCE 

4—GREATER SAFETY FACTOR FOR OVERLOADS 

5— GREATER SAFETY FACTOR FOR UNDER-INFLATION 
6—GREATER RESISTANCE TO SPEED HEAT 
7—GREATER RESISTANCE TO BRAKE DRUM HEAT 
8—GREATER USE OF RETREADS AND RECAPS 
9—GREATER ACCIDENT IMMUNITY 


In all types of truck, bus or trailer 
service, Goodyear YKL’s will owt- 
run, outperform, outlive any ordi- 
nary truck tires. 


Take the word of hard-boiled 
operators who are using them: 
put on YKL’s and watch your mile- 


age jump! 


THE GREATEST NAME 


Published weekly by Tue Trarric Service Corp., 418 S. 


READ YOUR GOOD FORTUNE 
IN THE STARS 


Among the new and improved 
products we have developed in 
commemoration of the Hundredth 
Anniversary of CharlesGoodyear’s 
Discovery of the Vulcanization 
of Rubber, we especially call your 
attention to the following: 


te THE NEW GOODYEAR CENTENNIAL 

“G-100’’ ALL-WEATHER™ TIRE 
yx THE NEW DOUBLE EAGLE” TIRE 
te THENEW YKL* TRUCK AND BUS TIRE 
te THE LIFEGUARD* 
te THE NEW “G-3”ALL-WEATHER TIRE 
y& THE NEW PATHFINDER® TIRE 

* 


MORE TONS ARE HAULED ON 
GOODYEAR TRUCK TIRES THAN 
ON ANY OTHER KIND 


*Trade-marks of The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company 
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UNEXCELLED FACILITIES 
for the 
COMPETENT HANDLING 
OF YOUR SHIPMENTS 


PORT HOUSTON 


Houston's interests are united to 
better serve your requirements. 


For information regarding these 
advantageous services 


Address: 
J. Russell Wait 


Director of the Port 
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PEEDING UP freight shipments on Chesapeake and 


Ohio results from a combination of human efficiency with plant and 


equipment second to none. Every time-saving device and method 
known to modern railroading is employed to this one end that 


schedule freight arrives on time at its destination. 


Chesapeake and Ohio representatives, located in all principal cities, can 


show you how this service will save your time and eliminate your worries. 


CHESAPEAKE ...d O1.. LINES 


CONTROLLED PERFORMANCE 
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Our Platform 


A revised system of transportation regulation based 
on modern competitive conditions, instead of patchwork 
amendment of the old law to make it apply to new trans- 
port agencies; less, instead of more, government control. 

Private ownership and operation of all transport. 
Take the government out of the ocean and inland water- 
way transportation business. 

Keep politics out of rate-making. 

A scientific determination by competent and unbiased 
investigation as to whether commercial motor vehicles are 
paying their fair share of the cost of highways used by 
them in their business, and a uniform application of the 
principles thus arrived at. 

Proper payment by inland waterway transport for the 
use of the waterways as a place of doing business. 

Equalization of regulation and treatment of the vari- 
ous agencies of transport and jurisdiction over all of them 
by the same body or coordinated bodies. 

Realization by railroads that they must do something 
by way of group operating economies to help themselves 
in their depressed condition, and cooperation by shippers 
in such economies. 

An Interstate Commerce Commission composed of 
men, not only of good character and general ability, but 
with some special training in and knowledge of the mat- 
ters with which they have to deal. 

Non-discriminatory and reasonable rates for shippers, 
but a rate level high enough to give the transport agencies 
the adequate revenue prescribed by sound public policy. 

A traffic department, in charge of a capable traffic 
man, for every business concern doing any considerable 
amount of shipping, and a realization by industrial traffic 
men that they must equip themselves to give the sort of 
service that will justify employing them. 





RAILROADS AND PUBLICITY 


VERY now and then the curtain on the activities 

of the Association of American Railroads is inad- 
vertently raised and we have an illustration of the 
ineptitude of that association in the handling of pub- 
licity that would be beneficial to the railroads. The 
latest development in that connection has to do with 
the motion picture, ‘Jesse James.” 

This picture is held by J. J. Pelley, president of 
the Association, to do great injustice to the railroad 
industry. Holding that view, he properly protested to 
those having to do with the production and distribution 
of the picture, which is being shown throughout the 
country. The fact that the Association of American 


Railroads had protested against it was news, but noth- 
ing was made public for the newspapers about it. If 
the picture is damaging to the railroad industry, the 
public, which is seeing the picture, should have been 
told about the railroads’ opinion. However, copies of 
the letter and a memorandum based on research con- 
cerning the James boys and the railroads came to the 
attention of the editor of the Chesapeake and Ohio 
Lines Magazine, and he thought it of sufficient impor- 
tance and interest to make it his “lead” article under 
the heading, “Facts to Talk About,” in his April issue. 
Our Washington Bureau, having read the C. and O. 
article, inquired at the A. A. R. about and obtained 
the letter of Mr. Pelley and the research memorandum, 
and wrote a “story” about it for the Traffic World of 
April 1. The Pelley letter was dated February 27. 


WHY NOT GO TO COURT? 


EFUSAL or reluctance of organized railroad labor 

to avail itself of the provisions of the railway 

labor act providing that a beneficiary of an award made 

by the National Railroad Adjustment Board may seek 

enforcement thereof in court, if there is non-compli- 

ance, presents a situation that well might be inquired 
into by Congress. 

Charges have been made in the Senate (referred 
to elsewhere) by Senator Pepper, of Florida, that the 
Pullman Company has refused to observe awards of 
the labor board. The affected employes, according to 
their spokesmen, do not desire to resort to court action 
to enforce compliance. They want the findings of the 
board to be complied with without, further ado in all 
instances. 

Senator Pepper expresses the hope that the Pull- 
man Company will change its attitude and comply, 
and remarks that “this will probably avoid the neces- 
sity of reviewing this legislation with a view to 
strengthening its provisions as to observance of 
awards.” Nothing would please the railroads better, 
we imagine, than a reopening of the subject of the 
railway labor act before congressional committees, and 
it may be that railroad labor, shying away from the 
courts, would not be overjoyed to have an inquiry made 
into the provisions of the act—which the railroads 
contend are one-sided in favor of labor. 

Congress must have expected that instances would 
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arise in which railroads would refuse to abide by 
awards made by the labor board and it, therefore, pro- 
vided for appeal to the courts—not by the railroads 
but by the employes. If railroads refused to abide 
by a majority of awards made by the labor board, then 
there would be foundation for the charge that a gen- 
eral attempt was being made to break down the 
machinery provided for the settlement of disputes. We 
do not understand that such is the case. The National 
Mediation Board, in its last annual report, referring to 
the adjustment board, said the representatives of the 
carriers and the employes on the board, according to 
statistics showing cases settled without the aid of 
referees, “are working in closer harmony than ever 
before.” 

Of what are the employes afraid with respect to 
appealing to court to enforce an award? If the board 
has made a just award, it is not likely that it will be 
overturned in court. 

When a railroad believes that it is getting funda- 
mental injustice by an award of the board, it is right 
that it should refuse to comply and the issue thus 
created should be passed on by a court. That, it seems 
to us, is orderly procedure. Of course, the provisions 
of the railway labor act should be amended to give a 
railroad the right to appeal from a decision of the 
board. 


RAILROAD ECONOMIES 


6¢T IS easy,” say some of our critics, “for you to 

assert that the railroads could save themselves by 
adopting group economies, but it would, perhaps, be not 
quite so easy for you to specify some of these econ- 
omies.” Well, let us see. 

The railroads last year proposed to cut wages. 
They contended that the cut was necessary to enable 
them to live and was justified by comparison with other 
industries. It would have effected a saving of some- 
thing like two hundred and fifty million dollars a year. 
Perhaps they overestimated the saving or not all the 
proposed cut was justified. Let us, then, say two hun- 
dred million dollars a year from that source. They 
desisted in their plan to cut wages for no reason but 
an unfriendly administration atmosphere and fear of 
consequences if they persisted. They should revive the 
proposal and put it through. 

Then there are the “feather bed’’ working rules 
and agreements under which millions of dollars are 
paid to men for doing nothing. President Sargent, of 
the Chicago and North Western Railroad, estimates this 
waste at about $125,000,000 a year. Perhaps he is too 
high. Let us say a hundred million. 

There is three hundred millions of the five hundred 
additional millions the railroads’ experts say they must 
have in order to prosper. Add to this about twenty 
millions a year that could be saved by again putting 
into effect the car per diem plan, abandoned because 
some western railroads did not like it. And does any- 
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one doubt that several millions a year could be added 
to profit if free transportation abuses were abolished? 

That leaves about a hundred and seventy-five mil- 
lions a year to be saved by consolidations, unifications, 
poolings, and the like. Does anyone doubt that it could 
be done? Does anyone deny that at least some of it 
ought to be done? 


Difficult to do these things, you say? Of course, 
it is difficult, but is that an answer? There is not much 
that is worth while that is not difficult of attainment. 
The salvation of the railroads, in major part, lies in 
doing some of these difficult things. Anybody can find 
injustices and weep about them. Fight to have them 
removed, to be sure, but do something in addition by 
way of self-help. 


Some of those who disagree with us and rather 
take the attitude that we don’t know what we are talk- 
ing about are railroad men who scoff at our consolida- 
tion ideas. Well, they have a right to their opinions, of 
course, but they should understand that they are scoff- 
ing not only at us but at many executives in their own 
business who believe—or say they believe—that consoli- 
dations must be effected. The railroads are even offi- 
cially trying to have the consolidation parts of the inter- 
state commerce act amended so that consolidations 
according to their own ideas can be more readily 
brought about—or so they say. If they have no idea 
that there should be consolidations and no purpose of 
effecting them, what should they care what the law 
says or does not say in this respect? 

“What is your own transportation program, since 
you know so much about it?” ask some of those who 
write to us. We have had a program standing at the 
masthead of our editorial page for years, without alter- 
ation. It still holds good. To be specific in the present 
situation, however: 


A competent commission or committee to determine just 
how and to what extent present governmental policies are un- 
duly favorable to certain kinds of transport and unfavorable to 
others and to recommend legislation that would equalize such 
conditions. 

Repeal of laws compelling land grant rates. 

Inmmediate sale of the government barge lines or, if sale 
is not possible, then a discontinuance of such government busi- 
ness. 

A “rule” of rate-making that, without being too specific, 
would indicate the opinion of Congress that transportation 
agencies were entitled to a reasonable return. 

Amendment of the consolidation part of the law so that 
railroads might consolidate according to their own ideas, sub- 
ject to the judgment of the Commission as to whether proposed 
consolidations were in the public interest. 

In the revision of transportation law made necessary in 
accomplishing these things—and, perhaps, a few others—a 
simplification of it in realization that it is cumbersome and 
much of it burdensome, but equal application of such of it as 
remained to all forms of transport, administered by one body 
or properly coordinated bodies. This revision would have 
to be made in the light of the fact that railroads do not have 
a monopoly in transportation as they had when the main body 
of the law was written, notwithstanding that patchwork efforts 
have been made to amend it from time to time to meet changed 
conditions. 

And for the railroads themselves—a program already here- 
in set out. 


No program, however good, even if adopted—and 
we know it would be difficult to get it adopted—would 
(Continued on page 774) 
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Current Topics in 
Washington 





A fish brought up out of forty 
fathoms of water off the South 
African coast last December, alive, 
has been identified by a geologist, 
Errol Ivor White, of the British 
Museum, as belonging to a family, 
Coelacanth, which lived 300,000,000 years ago and had been 
regarded as extinct for 50,000,000 years. Its fins were trying 
to be legs. Possibly “liberals” also belong to that family. 

Nathan Boone Williams, who has appeared as a practitioner 
before the Commission, says in a recently published volume, 
“The Dust Bin,” that Wang, a Chinese ruler, usually referred 
to as Wang Mang, or, as would be said these days, King Wang, 
assembled what would now be called a brain trust, composed 
of five trade commissioners, with the avowed object, not objec- 
tive as would now be said, of stabilizing the prices of commodi- 
ties of general use and consumption just about 2,000 years ago. 
Each directorate, says “The Dust Bin,” quoting Dr. Hu Shih, 
Journal North China Branch, Royal Asiatic Society, Vol. 59 
(1928), pp. 218-230, was directed to use the second month of 
each season for the determination of the equitable price of 
commodities under its management, taking note of the highest, 
mean and lowest price in each district, the mean price to be 
the equitable price. 

Wang called his regime the ‘‘new dynasty.” It lasted fifteen 
years and then disappeared. The author observes that the 
modern idea of ‘index numbers,” doubtless, was known and 
used by Wang’s commissioners; also that index numbers are 
favorite playthings of modern economists and _ statisticians, 
who turn them out as charts in immense volume of which they 
are very proud. 

Mr. Williams devotes himself also to courts and commis- 
sions, having practically no use for the latter; to transportation 
troubles, attributing them in large measure to the Commission 
and state bodies. His idea as to law enforcement is that it is the 
function, not of commissions, but of the courts, depending on 
definite statutes, administered under the rules of law. Plainly, 
he says, ‘“‘a patchwork system of legislative palliatives will only 
delay and complicate a correct solution of the transport prob- 
lem.” 


Self-Anointed Present- 
Day Liberals May 
Also Be Coelacanths 





Even at the risk of being accused 
of harboring inelegant English, it is 
believed that many regard as fully 
justified the squawks that are being 
made by public men about barriers 
that are being set up by one state 
against another. Solicitor General Robert H. Jackson, at Chi- 
cago, April 6, delivered an address which he entitled ‘Trade 
Barriers—a Threat to National Unity.” 

Among the barriers he mentioned were the attempts by 
states to regulate railroad rates with an eye to giving ad- 
vantage to local interests, which resulted in the thirteenth sec- 
tion of the interstate commerce act permitting the federal body 
to do directly what it had theretofore done by applying the 
Shreveport case principle; the imposition of heavy registration 
fees and taxes, the regulation of weights and sizes of vehicles, 
and use of “ports of entry” laws in purported regulation of 
motor transportation. These discriminatory regulations, he 
said, had caused border wars between states. 

It might be observed that such “regulation,” applied to 
business of that time, was the immediate reason for the calling 
of the conference between Maryland and Virginia officials that 
ultimately resulted in the convention that framed the Constitu- 
tion in 1787. The greatest work in that instrument, many 
believe, was the commerce clause giving control to Congress of 
commerce among the states, with foreign countries, and the 
Indian tribes. 

And now there is so much interference with commerce 
among “the several states” that there is an organization called 
“The National Conference on Interstate Trade Barriers,” ad- 
dressed by the Solicitor General. All, according to his view, 
is in contravention of the Constitution, except when based on 
the amendments to that instrument giving states the power to 
deal with prison-made goods and alcoholic liquors. 


Trade Barriers at 
State Lines Becom- 
ing Serious Matters 
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Under the liquor control permission, according to the 
Solicitor General, local beer has an effective tariff protection 
by the imposition of higher sales taxes on out-of-state beer or 
special license fees and restrictions on those who sell it. States 
so discriminated against, said he, retaliated with all the weapons 
of modern tariff reprisal, even as countries wholly foreign to 
each other use the tariff weapons. 

Prison-made goods, in freight rate parlance, are subject 
to “destination classification and exceptions’”—that is, the law 
the destination state chooses to enact. Many states, according 
to the Solicitor General, are attempting, for local interests, by 
subtle and indirect means, to apply restrictions to other com- 
merce where they have neither the social nor legal justifica- 
tions that apply to liquor and prison-made goods. Any general 
use of the method applied to prison-made goods, said he, was 
not only impracticable, but could not help operating as a 
restraint on commerce and a discouragement of trade. 

“Ward economics” is what he called the state trade barrier 
wave of unconstitutionalism. Ward economics, he added, was 
as disintegrating as ward politics. Americans, he said, could 
not let tribal instincts create a sense of division among them- 
selves that would tend to “Balkanize’” America. Petty barriers 
such as he was talking about, he said, had long since proved 
to be not only economically futile but also disastrous to peace 
and good will. 

After telling about the federal government intervening in 
private litigation against a Florida state barrier statute, he 
said the federal government would continue to support private 
litigation “wherever and whenever a predatory parochialism or 
a local parasitic interest tries to flourish by obstructing the 
general commerce among the states.” Only by free trade among 
the states, said he, could capital engage profitably in mass 
production and transportation and distribution. It was not too 
much to say, he added, that the high standards of living in 
this country were due to the ideal of free trade among the 
states. 





The subject of relief from demurrage 
accruing on account of strikes has been 
before the National Industrial Traffic 
League demurrage committee and the 
demurrage section of the Association of 
American Railroads for two years. 
Whether the proposed report of Examiner Archer in the 
Chrysler case (see Traffic World, April 1, p. 705) will hasten 
disposition of the matter is something to talk about. 

At times, it seems that the progress of a glacier, in com- 
parison with apparently simple questions before the Commis- 
sion, is almost breath-taking. Archer’s recommendation that 
there be no demurrage on cars held in the plant by the forcible 
seizure of property, seems, at first glance, logical. But in 1937 
the League committee proposed that demurrage caused by sit- 
down strikes be reduced to $1 a day, which would be equal to 
the per diem charge. In the alternative, Archer makes such 
a proposal, too. As a counter proposal, the railroad committee 
suggested $2 a day without any $5 a day demurrage, for both 
straight and average plans. 

In August, 1937, in a dissent, Commissioner Aitchison, in 
Guthrie, Balfour and Company, Ltd., et al. vs. Milwaukee (223 
I. C. C. 441), referred to the condition caused by the strike of 
longshoremen at Pacific ports as “limited anarchy and success- 
ful defiance of all personal and property rights.” The Com- 
mission therein refused any relief to the shippers. That case, 
however, has been reopened and is pending for further action. 
On account of the reopening of that case, the railroad com- 
mittee was of the opinion, in its negotiations with the League 
committee, that action looking to a change in the rules should 
be deferred until it was disposed of. And then came up the 
Chrysler case with the possibility, if not probability, that it 
would cause further postponement of action on relief of ship- 
pers by railroad action, though, if a change were made, the 
burden on the carriers would be made greater. 


Strike Demurrage 
Question Moves 
in Slow Majesty 





Indigo must have been bright yellow 
in comparison with the feelings of Texas 
carriers the day they offered testimony in 
behalf of their reaching for higher rates 
in Texas in No. 28055, increases in Texas 
freight rates and charges, the thirteenth 
section proceeding initiated by them. At least, that is the 
thought produced by Commissioner Mahaffie’s summary of 
propositions laid down by them (elsewhere in this issue). 

Respondents do not deny, says he, that the intrastate 
rates, subjected to the Ex Parte No. 123 increases, would 
cause them to lose additional traffic to trucks. They assume, 
says he, (1) that increases in rates would cause losses so 
small that the increased rates, applied to that remaining, would 


Bluest of Blue 
Days Among 
Texas Railroads 
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produce gross revenue only slightly less than that produced 
under the existing arrangement; (2) that they would save 
the cost of handling whatever traffic the increased rates diverted 
to trucks; and (3) that the savings represented by the cost of 
handling the diverted traffic would more than offset the reduc- 
tion in gross revenue, and, therefore, their net revenue would 
be increased. 


Mahaffie’s final comment on that lugubrious view, edged 
with a bit of brightness suggesting a final result not wholly 
bad, was that the evidence did not show that any of the intra- 
state rates were so low that they did not yield the actual cost 
of handling the traffic. 


It might be inquired, by one having a long enough mem- 
ory, whether this is another case of jumping to a conclusion 
that there was such a thing as traffic from which nothing but 
grief might be derived. It reminds one of the days when the 
traffic managers, scornfully booted less-than-carload traffic out 
of their way, their conclusion being that they did not get 
enough money out of it to pay for picking it up. 





A verdict of a jury in Phila- 
delphia awarding damages amounting 
to $711,932 to the Apex Hosiery Com- 
pany on account of the destruction 
of its property by reason of a sit- 
down strike, to be paid by a labor 
union and its officers, reminds one of the dental equipment 
carried by the Sherman anti-trust law. The jury found that 
the strikers caused actual damage amounting to $237,310 as a 
result of their restraint of commerce. The company had pro- 
ceeded under the anti-trust law for treble damages. It claimed 
actual damages of $1,171,937. Under the law, it sued for 
treble, punitive damages, but got much less than it claimed. 

The judgment may not be upheld in the higher courts. 
Even if it is the company may not recover much money. But 
the judgment is a reminder that there is a statute that recog- 
nizes no class as privileged and exempt when it is submitted to 
a jury, the members of which are not angling for votes from 
pressure groups. It is not hard to convince a jury that a strike, 
whether sit-down or otherwise, is part of an agreement in 
restraint of trade. Nor is it hard to prove actual damages, if 
property has been destroyed, nor the amount of it, even if the 
plaintiff estimates the damage as much greater than it is. 

About a generation ago Danbury, Conn., hat manufactur- 
ers obtained actual and punitive damages from strikers found 
guilty of a conspiracy that went way beyond a strike and really 
peaceful picketing, in that it brought in as parts of the con- 
spiracy, persons not parties to the labor dispute. The judg- 
ment for years worried the members of the unions and their 
officers. Memory says they actually had to pay something for 
what they had done.—A. E. H. 


RAILROAD ECONOMIES 
(Continued from page 772) 

work perfectly, for there are always faults of adminis- 
tration and unreasonable tactics or demands by car- 
riers or their patrons. But we think a reasonable meas- 
ure of success could be had if all concerned would for- 
get selfish interests and petty animosities and bend 
their efforts, first, to get sound law on the books, and, 
second, to make it work. 

“What do you mean by free _ transportation 
abuses?” is another question asked of us. We have gone 
into the matter often enough and we have no intention 
now of entering into a long discussion of it, but here is 
just one little example of loss of revenue on this ac- 
count: 

The Chicago, North Shore and Milwaukee, which 
serves, in addition to its terminals, many intermediate 
north shore towns, is in financial straits. Among its 
patrons are many railroad men employed on other rail- 
roads in Chicago but living in suburban towns who ride 
its rails to and from work—on passes. Is a practice by 
which they are able to do so anything but ridiculous 
from a business point of view? Would or would not a 
discontinuance of it result in more revenue for the rail- 
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road in question? Examples of this sort could be mul- 
tiplied. For instance, General Ashburn rides on passes 
and so, we are informed, do other employes of the In- 
land Waterway Corporation—and so do employes of 
intercoastal steamship companies, in direct competi- 
tion with railroads that carry them free. Let’s try to 
be sensible. 

We don’t believe there should be free transporta- 
tion for any but railroad men traveling on railroad busi- 
ness on their own lines. We don’t except either passes 
or cut rates for ministers of the gospel or presidents of 
universities on errands of religion or education, much 
less on pleasure jaunts. 


Of course, we would except men serving groups of 
railroads, when traveling on railroad business. 

We think there might well be a “cut rate” courtesy 
for railroad men and members of their families travel- 
ing for pleasure on their own lines and, perhaps, a 
smaller discount for the same persons traveling on 
other lines than their own. In a way, that would cor- 


respond to the ‘“‘recognition of the trade’’ in other lines 
of business. 


Practices in respect to free transportation are not 
nearly as bad as they formerly were, even under the 
easy restrictions of the law, but the abuses are many. 
If the railroads will not correct them, then we would 
be in favor of adding to the law an amendment that 
would have the proper effect. 


RAIL FIRE PROTECTION SECTION 


Formation as part of the Association of American Railroads 
of a fire protection and insurance section, the membership of 
which is largely made up of railway officers engaged in fire 
protection and prevention activities on the Class I railroads of 
the United States and Canada, has been announced by J. J. 
Pelley, president of the association. This section takes the place 
of the Railway Fire Protection Association which was originally 
organized in 1913 but which has decided to terminate its affairs 
as an independent organization and become a part of this asso- 
ciation, says the Pelley announcement. 

The Railway Fire Protection Association, since its original 
organization, has devoted its attention to the subject of fire pro- 
tection and preventive measures and due to its activities in 
cooperation with the individual railroads, losses resulting from 
fires have been materially reduced, according to the announce- 
ment. In 1937 fire losses on American railroads amounted to 
$3,750,707, a decrease of 17 per cent compared with those in 
1928, it adds. 

This will be the first time that the Association of American 
Railroads or its predecessor the American Railway Association, 
says President Pelley, has ever had a section which devoted its 
attention entirely to the matter of fire protection and prevention 
and the allied item of insurance. The objectives of this new 
section will be “the improvement of methods of fire protection 
and prevention, the circularization of information on these sub- 
jects, the establishment of safeguards against loss of property 
and life by fire and the standardization of practices through the 
interchange of ideas and experiences.” 

The officers of the section for the coming year are W. F. 
Hickey, superintendent of insurance, New York, New Haven & 
Hartford, New Haven, Conn., chairman; W. A. Radspinner, 
superintendent of fire prevention, Chesapeake & Ohio, Rich- 
mond, Va., vice-chairman; and W. F. Steffens, chief first protec- 
tion engineer, New York Central system, New York, N. Y., 
secretary. 


Its directing body is called a committee of direction. 


NET INCOME FIGURES 


Class I railroads, exclusive of switching and terminal com- 
panies, had a deficit in net income of $8,721,320 in January, 
1939, as compared with a deficit in net income of $33,320,304 
in January, 1938, according to the Commission’s monthly state- 
ment (M-125) on selected income and balance sheet items of 
Class I steam railways in the United States. 
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Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 








TEXAS INTRASTATE RATES 


HE Commission in a report written by Commissioner Ma- 

haffie in No. 28055, increases in Texas freight rates and 
charges, has found intrastate rates on fruits (other than citrus 
fruits), melons and vegetables, and horses and mules, required 
by state authority in Texas through failure or refusal to permit 
increases in such intrastate rates corresponding to those main- 
tained on interstate traffic resulting from Ex Parte 123, to 
result in unjust discrimination against interstate commerce. 
A further finding is that intrastate rates on certain class and 
commodity rates required by state authority through failure 
or refusal to permit increases in such rates do not unjustly 
discriminate against interstate commerce. 
The rates dealt with are chiefly those in differential ter- 
ritory. Commissioner Mahaffie said the evidence would not 
justify findings of undue preference or prejudice as between 
persons or communities in intrastate commerce, on the one 
hand, and interstate commerce, on the other. Practically all 
of the railroads’ evidence, he said, related to the issue of unjust 
discrimination against interstate commerce and the railroads 
said that their contention as to that issue should prevail even 
if the state rates, without Ex Parte 123 increases were higher 
than the corresponding interstate rates and even though the 
level of the latter might exceed the maximum of reasonable- 
ness. Protestants, he said, disagreed with the theory and 
claimed it was a burden of the carriers to show that the con- 
templated increases, if made, would increase their revenue. 

Commissioner Mahaffie reviewed the financial condition 
of the Texas railroads in great detail and said that the financial 
condition of the carriers was primarily due to depressed busi- 
ness conditions and the competition of other transportation 
agencies. In 1937 he said the average revenue a ton of one of 
the larger Texas railroads was $2.68 while the average for all 
common carrier trucks reporting to the Texas commission in 
that year was $10.48. Truck competition, he said, had com- 
pelled important reductions in rates on many low grade com- 
modities which still moved by rail and this, in turn, had re- 
sulted in still further reductions in rail revenue. 

Commissioner Mahaffie pointed out that there were at 
least four different classes of trucks operating in Texas: The 
for-hire or common carrier trucks; contract and special com- 


modity trucks; proprietary trucks, and peddler, or itinerant 
trucks. 


Commissioner Mahaffie said any increases which the Com- 
mission might prescribe in this proceeding, would, unless cor- 
responding increases in truck rates were authorized, disrupt 
the existing parity in truck and rail rates and bring about an 
adjustment in which the rail rates would exceed the truck rates 
from five to ten per cent. At the time of the hearing, he said, 
the for-hire trucks were carrying a substantial volume of traffic 
formerly handled by Texas rail carriers even though the com- 


mon carrier truck rates were then as high as the less than 
carload rail rates. 


Respondents, he said, did not deny that the intrastate rates, 
subjected to the Ex Parte No. 123 increases, would cause the 
rail carriers to lose additional traffic to trucks. They assumed, 
said he, that increases in the rates would cause traffic losses 
so small that the increased rates applied to that remaining 
would produce gross revenue only slightly less than that pro- 
duced under existing arrangements; that they would save the 
cost of handling whatever traffic the increased rates diverted 
to trucks; and that the savings represented by the diverted 
traffic would more than offset the reduction in gross revenue 
and, therefore, their net revenue would be increased. 

The report said that it was extremley doubtful from the 
proof of record whether the increased rates on the traffic re- 
maining would produce gross revenues approximating that now 
received by respondents. The evidence, it added, did not show 
that any of the intrastate rates were so low that they did not 
yield the actual cost of handling the traffic. 


No order was issued in this proceeding. The Commission 
said an order was not necessary, the Texas commission having 
notified it that it would permit increases approved in this case 
to become effective without delay. Increases, allowed by the 
Pe commission, unless extended, will expire December 31, 
1939. 


The Commission found the evidence did not show that in- 


trastate rates, to which the Ex Parte 123 increases had not been 
added, on horses and mules for hauls of 420 miles and less, and 
on edible live stock for all distances, had resulted, or would 
result, in unjust discrimination against interstate commerce. 

Another finding was that the evidence did not show failure 
to increase rates on logs, posts, poles, piling, pulpwood and box 
and crate material had resulted in unjust discrimination. A 
further finding was that the evidence did show that intrastate 
rates on newsprint paper and tin cans to which the Ex Parte 
123 increases had not been added, had resulted, or would result, 
in unjust discrimination against interstate commerce. 

As to sand, gravel, crushed stone and asphalt rock to which 
Ex Parte 123 increases had not been added, the Commission 
found they would not result in unjust discrimination. 

Chairman Caskie concurred in the results reached except as 
to sand, gravel, crushed stone and asphalt rock. 

Commissioner Splawn, concurring in part, said that in view 
of the failure of respondents to introduce evidence that the 
conditions incident to the intrastate transportation of fruits, 
melons and vegetables within Texas common point territory, 
and horses and mules between points in Texas for distances in 
excess.of 420 miles were similar to the transportation of like 
traffic between points in Texas and points in adjoining states, 
he was of the opinion that the record was inadequate and that 
the petition should be denied. 

Commissioner Rogers concurred in the result. 


WESTERN-SOUTHERN CLASS RATES 


The Commission, on reconsideration in No. 26510, western- 
southern class rates, has revised some of the key rates previ- 
ously prescribed on all rail class rate traffic between points in 
Western and Southern territories, some being raised and some 
reduced. Finding 4 has been further modified by fixing West- 
ern Classification and exceptions to govern rates to east bank 
Mississippi River crossings, Memphis, and south, from southern 
Missouri and Western Trunk Line. Fresh or green fruits and 
vegetables and melons from the south to Western territory 
have been exempted from the findings revised rates are to be 
made effective on thirty days’ notice. 

“It is necessary, of course, to continue to patch this old 
and outmoded structure so long as carriers and the majority of 
the Commission try to keep it in force,” said Commissioner 
Mahaffie, dissenting from what was being done by the majority 
in revising its reports in Western-Southern Class Rates, 226 
I. C. C. 497, and 231 I. C. C. 315. The latest report, second 
supplemental, on reconsideration, was written by Commis- 
sioner McManamy. Commissioner Mahaffie added that he had 
no objection, in principle, to attempts to improve the adjust- 
ment but said that in his judgment the structure should be com- 
pletely remade. 

Probably the most important change made in this revision 
of the case is the prescription of western classification instead 
of southern to govern rates to east-bank Mississippi River 
crossings, Memphis and south, from southern Missouri and 
western trunk line territory west of the Duluth-Twin Cities- 
Mississippi River line. The prescription of western classification 
carries with it the prescription of exceptions to western classi- 
fication as well. 

Prescription of western classification by a revision of 
finding 4, is a reversal of the principle, as Commissioner 
McManamy points out, that is laid down in the Western Class 
Rate Case. 

Difficulties and inconsistencies in applying that finding 
such as respondents adduced, said he, would inhere in any 
interterritorial class rate structure so long as the classification 
ratings were not uniform in the different territories. He pointed 
out that there were not much difference between the two clas- 
sifications as shown in the original report and that in the 
four years that had elapsed since there had been a still 
greater degree of uniformity.On the whole, he observed, it 
did not seem that the railroads’ revenues wouid be greatly 
affected by adherence generally to the destination classification 
principle in its southbound application of southern classifica- 
tion but that the individual western shipper was seriously con- 
cerned when confronted with a rating on a given article which 
was higher when enjoyed by his competitor in Illinois territory. 
It was pointed out that much of the traffic moved through 
Illinois territory. 
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“We believe that generally the destination classification will 
afford shippers a reasonable and fair measure of rates when 
applied to the key rates prescribed in this investigation,” said 
Commissioner McManamy, adding that the same conclusion was 
reached as to classification exceptions. 

It was perhaps unnecessary to remark, said the report, 
that finding 4 in itself placed no restrictions on carriers in 
making lawful changes in such ratings and rules voluntarily 
maintained in classification exceptions if deemed by them to 
have become unsatisfactory. But whatever changes were so 
made he added, should be applied also from and to these terri- 
tories in the manner specified in the recast finding 4. 

The carriers, western and southwestern lines, in the petition 
which caused the case to be reopened asked that finding 4 
be modified by substituting western classification and excep- 
tions, applicable from western trunk line territory to most 
points in Illinois territory, in place of southern classification 
and exceptions thereto, applicable from most Illinois territory 
points to southern points, to govern the class rates prescribed in 
this proceeding to the south from southern Missouri and west- 
ern trunk line territory, exclusive of extended zone Z in Wis- 
consin and west-bank Lake Michigan ports north thereof; and 
by providing that the finding was not intended to require the 
use of exceptions lower than exceptions to western classifica- 
tion concurrently applicable in the same direction between 
southern territory and Arkansas, Oklahoma and Texas. 

The Kentucky, Wisconsin, and Iowa commissions, com- 
mercial organizations in those states, Twin Cities, Duluth, 
Kansas City and New Orleans traffic associations opposed the 
petition in whole or part, Kentucky showing indifference to 
the first of the modifications mentioned but opposing the 
second. 

The railroads also asked for the exemption of fresh fruits, 
vegetables and melons from the findings. There was opposi- 
tion by the Kentucky commission, that of North Dakota and 
Wisconsin which was backed by commercial interests in those 
states and a wholesaler at Minneapolis. The railroads said 
there were at present through rates on that traffic which bore 
no relation to the prescribed first class rates. The Commission 
said that except as to citrus fruit there was no complete line of 
through rates northbound, particularly to zones 2 and 3. It 
said the record was convincing that a full line of through rates 
should be established. The carriers, the report said, if the peti- 
tion were granted, would establish rates based on the same 
percentage of first class rates as were applicable to Illinois 
territory from Florida and other parts of the south, the per- 
centages to be applied against the class I rates prescribed 
herein, to be used alternatively with existing commodity rates 
until the latter could be further studied. Relying on those as- 
surances and all the circumstances, the Commission said it 
would exempt fruits, vegetables and melons, to western trunk 
line territory and southern Missouri. 

The Commission did not confine itself to the petition of the 
carriers but modified the key rates, some up and some down, 
to correct errors and to avoid fourth section departures. 

Chairman Caskie with whom Commissioners Lee and 
Rogers concurred, in modification of the key rates where the 
modifications narrowed the spread between rates to and from 
points in southern and western territories and points on the 
territorial borders thereof. 





MOTOR PROPORTIONAL ON DRUGS 


Agreeing with protestants that the establishment of a pro- 
posed any-quantity proportional rate of 37 cents on drugs, 
medicines, chemicals and toilet preparations from Memphis, 
Tenn., to St. Louis, Mo., would tend to disrupt existing rate 
structures, the Commission, by division 5, in I. and S. M-197, 
proportional rate on drugs, Memphis to St. Louis, has found 
that rate unlawful and discontinued the proceeding. The rate 
proposed to become effective March 15 in Supplement 11 to 
Agent C. L. Lawson’s MF-I. C. C. No. 72 was protested by 
the Bryant Truck Lines, Inc., Dexter Daily Truck Service, Inc., 
F. & F. Transportation Co., Inc., and Potashnick Truck Service, 
Inc. 


The Commission said that the earnings under the proposed 
rate were very low and apparently could be justified only on 
the theory that with additional tonnage, such rate might yield 
a slight margin of profit over the “out-of-pocket” costs incurred 
in moving the traffic. It said that there was serious doubt as 
to whether such rate would have the result for which it was 
intended. In the event that additional traffic could not be 
obtained in large volume, there would, no doubt, said the Com- 
mission, be an unnecessary depletion of respondents’ revenues 
as well as those of protestants and other carriers, should they, 
because of competitive influences, reduce their rates to the 
same level. The Commission pointed out that in Refrigerator 
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Material, Memphis, Tenn., to Dayton, O., 4 M. C. C. 187, it 
said that it greatly feared that the result of the application 
of such theory would be an ultimate breakdown in the rate 
structure causing general injury. 

Of the eleven respondents in the proceeding, according to 
the report, only Highway Express, Inc., and Viking Freight 
Co. appeared in justification of the suspended schedules. In 
addition to drugs, the suspended rate would apply on flavoring 
extracts, shot dressing, and shoe polish, and would be restricted 
for proportional application on shipments to points in Arizona, 
California, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, North Da- 
kota, South Dakota, Utah, Washington and Wyoming. The 
shipments would move by rail beyond St. Louis under rates 
maintained by forwarding companies. Respondents asserted 
that the proposed rate would enable them to compete with car- 
loading companies and rail carriers, who maintained through 
rates on the traffic from Memphis to destinations on the Pacific 
coast and other western points, said the report. At present, 
it said, traffic moved on through rates of forwarding companies 
at Memphis, respondents participating in such rates under 
appropriate concurrences, and also under contractual arrange- 
ments with forwarding companies at St. Louis. 

Under arrangements with the Memphis forwarders, the 
concurring motor carriers receive a division of the charges re- 
sulting from the through rates as compensation for their serv- 
ices, said the report, adding that on the establishment of the 
proposed rate, respondents would cancel their participation in 
the through rates of the forwarding companies. In this con- 
nection the Commission said that motor carriers could not law- 
fully participate in joint rates with forwarding companies, and 
cited Acme Fast Freight, Inc., Common Carrier Application, 
8 M. C. C. 211. Respondents, the report said, asserted that 
traffic under the proposed rate would be diverted from barge 
and steamship lines operating through the Panama Canal. 


ILLINOIS CENTRAL TRUCK LINE 


Saying there did not appear to be any question but that 
the proposed rail-truck service would be in the public interest, 
the Commission, by division 5, in MC 86779, Illinois Central 
common carrier application, has authorized that carrier to 
operate as a common carrier of general commodities by motor 
vehicle between its station at Carbondale, Ill., on the one hand, 
and its station points in southern Illinois. Centralia, Cairo, 
Benton, Eldorado, Gale and East St. Louis are chief points to 
be served in southern Illinois. 

Motor vehicles are to be used as substitutes for less-than- 
carload rail service. Such traffic is to be consolidated at prin- 
cipal shipping points such as St. Louis, East St. Louis or St. 
Louis, the motor vehicles paralleling the tracks as nearly as 
possible. Distribution of the consolidated carloads will be 
made from Carbondale. 

The railroad is to use equipment leased from the Railway 
Express Agency, Inc. It said it considered purchasing motor 
equipment from existing motor carriers but found that if it 
did so it would have to abandon that part of the motor car- 
rier’s operation which was in competition with some other rail- 
roads. In granting this certificate the Commission restricted 
service to points on the Illinois Central system. On account 
of that condition the applicant made an arrangement to 
acquire equipment, by lease, and drivers, from the express 
agency, which is to receive 15 cents a truck mile for its service. 
The truck operations, however, will be under the control of the 
railroad. 

The Commission said there would be no diversion of traffic 
from other agencies except such as would come from improved 
service and that Congress contemplated such coordination of 
service. The report said the proposed service would improve 
both carload and less-than-carload railroad service. 


Commissioner Rogers noted a dissent. Central Motor 
Freight Association, Inc., and a number of motor carriers, the 
report said, opposed the application. 


PAPER ARTICLES FROM TWIN CITIES 


Saying that the proposed rate would be less than a mini- 
mum reasonable one, the Commission, by division 5, in I. and S. 
M-526, paper articles, Twin Cities to Chicago and Milwaukee, 
has found unlawful a commodity rate of 25.5 cents, minimum 
20,000 pounds, on paper boxes and cartoons, and paperboard, 
pulpboard and wallboard, from Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn.., 
and related points to Milwaukee and other points in Wisconsin 
and Chicago, Ill., and related points. It has ordered cancella- 
tion of the suspended schedules and discontinued the proceed- 
ing. 





Schedules were filed to become effective October 31, 1938, 
by Agent A. R. Fowler but were suspended until April 29 on 





April 8, 1939 


protest of the Illinois-Minnesota Motor Carriers’ Conference. 
The proposed rate, the report said, was published for the ac- 
count of six motor carriers, but principally on behalf of Joe 
Cherneske, doing business as Cherneske Motor Transport, and 
would apply in lieu of higher class and all-freight commodity 
rates now maintained by respondents. The report said that the 
proposed rate represented substantial reductions in respond- 
ents’ present rate, and was much less than the existing rates of 
protesting motor carriers. It said that while the proposed rate 
was slightly higher than the existing rail rates, the latter car- 
ried a minimum weight of 40,000 pounds. The proposed rate, 
the report continued, was published to attract southbound ton- 
nage, and to aid respondents in meeting contract motor carrier 
and rail competition. 

The Commission pointed out that in Refrigerator Material, 
Memphis, Tenn., to Dayton, O., 4 M. C. C. 187, it considered 
the lawfulness of a reduced rate which a motor carrier pro- 
posed to establish in order to obtain some revenue from the 
operation of equipment which was moving empty or partially 
loaded from Memphis, Tenn., to Dayton, O. It said the only 
justification for the rate therein considered “lay in the fact 
that it might yield some margin over the bare ‘out-of-pocket’ 
expense incurred in carrying the added traffic, which, but for 
such a low rate, would not move.” It said that in its report 
it commented on the dangers in that method of rate making 
and believed its comment applicable in the instant case. The 
Commission said that in the absence of a showing that the pro- 
posed rate would be reasonably compensatory to all the car- 
riers participating therein for the. service rendered by them 
thereunder, ‘we plainly would not be warranted in permitting 
it to become effective.” It said as in the cited case, however, 
there was no basis presented here for the prescription of a mini- 
mum reasonable rate on the considered traffic. 


ALCOHOLIC LIQUORS AND WINES 


Because respondent failed to appear at the hearing, the 
Commission, by division 5, in I. and S. M-562, alcoholic liquors 
between North Carolina points and Baltimore and Philadelphia, 
has found unlawful proposed truckload commodity rates on 
alcoholic liquors and high wines between Philadelphia, Pa., 
Baltimore, Md., and Relay, Md., on the one hand, and North 
Carolina points, on the other. It has also found unlawful a 
proposed rule for assessment of charges for distribution of 
aggregate truckload shipments of the commodities mentioned 
between the origin points named and two or more destinations 
in North Carolina. 

The schedule was filed to become effective December 17, 
1938, by Agent R. L. Askea, of Wilson, N. C., but was suspended 
until June 15 on protest of the Southern Motor Carriers’ Rate 
Conference. The Commission said the failure of respondent 
to appear left it without a basis on which to decide whether 
such rates were in violation of the act. 


COMMISSION REPORTS 


Pig Lead 


Fourth section application No. 17320, pig lead to Rich- 
mond, Va. By division 2. By fourth section order No. 13382 
parties to D. & R. G. W. I. C. C. 612 and Union Pacific I. C. C. 
4373 authorized to establish and maintain rates on pig lead, 
carloads, from points in Idaho, Montana, Colorado, Utah and 
New Mexico, to Richmond, Va., the same as those contem- 
poraneously in effect on like traffic over direct routes from 
and to the same points, but not lower than the present rates 
over the latter routes, without observing the long-and-short- 
haul part of section 4. The relief is subject to the 33% per 
cent circuity limitation. Temporary relief was authorized by 
fourts section order No. 13124. 


Whiskey Barrels 


Fourth section application No. 17449, barrels to Lawrence- 
burg, Ind. By division 2. Baltimore & Ohio and other rail- 
roads authorized by fourth section order No. 13383, to estab- 
lish and maintain over their routes through St. Louis, Mo., 
East St. Louis, Cairo, Thebes and Flinton, IIl., a rate not lower 
than 62 cents on new whiskey barrels, charred, carloads, min- 
imum 20,000 pounds, in cars 40 feet 6 inches, and less in 
length, subject to Rule 34 of the consolidated classification, 
when shipments are made in cars of longer length, from Mem- 
phis, Tenn., to Lawrenceburg, Ind., without observing the long- 
and-short-haul part of section 4. The relief is subject to a 
50 per cent circuity limitation. 


COMMISSION MOTOR REPORTS 


In MC F-713, Case Driveaway, Inc., merger, Southern 
Motor Transport, Inc., the Commission, by division 5, has ap- 
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proved and authorized merger in Case Driveway, Inc., Hunt- 
ington, W. Va., of operating rights and property of Southern 
Motor Transport, Inc. 

In MC F-75, Pacific Motor Trucking Co., purchase, J. K. 
Vanderhurst and E. K. Duda, the Commission, by division 5, 
has approved and authorized purchase by Pacific Motor Truck- 
ing Co., of San Francisco, Calif., of common carrier operating 
rights of J. K. Vanderhurst and E. K. Duda, dba Salinas-King 
City Freight Line. The authorization is subject to such limita- 
tions or restrictions as the Commission may find it necessary 
to impose to insure that the service shall be auxiliary or sup- 
plementary to train service of the Southern Pacific Co. and 
shall not unduly restrain competition. 

In MC F-646, Atlantic Greyhound Corporation, purchase, 
Independence Bus Corporation, embracing also MC F-654, 
Same, purchase, E. O. Woodie Transportation Co., the Com- 
mission, by division 5, has approved and authorized purchase 
by Atlantic Greyhound Corporation, of Charleston, W. Va., of 
operating rights and property of Independence Bus Corpora- 
tion, of Roanoke, Va. The Commission has also authorized 
purchase by Atlantic Greyhound Corporation of operating rights 
and property of E. W. Woodie Transportation Co., of North 
Wilkesboro, N. C., for approximately $18,650, represented by 
150 shares of applicant’s capital stock, and cancellation of an 
indbetedness of $1,150, subject to the condition that in making 
available to the transportation company the common and pre- 
ferred stock included in the consideration, applicant shall not 
expend in excess of $17,500; and that the actual amount so 
expended and the name of the person or persons receiving same 
shall be reported to the Commission’s Bureau of Motor Carriers. 

In MC 95489, Leslie E. Smith, contract carrier applica- 
tion, the Commission, by division 5, has denied an application 
for a permit to operate as a contract carrier of canned goods 
from Geneva, N. Y., to Williamsport, Pa., over N. Y. highway 
14 from Geneva to the Pennsylvania-New York state line thence 
over Pennsylvania highway 14 to Trout Run, Pa., thence over 
U. S. highway 15 to Williamsport. 

In MC F-190, Powell Brothers Truck Lines, Inc., purchase, 
Bertie Rogers, embracing also MC F-359, Same, purchase, Curt 
J. Wallis (Lee Wallis, administrator), the Commission, by divi- 
sion 5, has approved and authorized purchase by Powell Bros. 
Truck Lines, Inc., Springfield, Mo., of operating rights and 
property of Bertie Rogers, Russellville, Ark., dba Jay G. 
Rogers Freight Line. It has dismissed the application of Powell 
Bros. Truck Lines, Inc., to purchase operating rights of Curt J. 
Wallis (Lee Wallis, administrator), on finding that there was 
no evidence that vendor operated in interstate or foreign com- 
merce and that the transaction did not involve purchase or 
transfer of the properties of a motor carrier within the mean- 
ing of section 213 of the motor carrier act. 

In MC 47010, Charles L. Luckey, contract carrier applica- 
tion, embracing also Sub. No. 1, Same, extension of operations, 
the Commission, by division 5, has authorized operation as a 
contract carrier of fresh fruit from The Dalles and Scenic, Ore., 
to Vancouver, Wash., and empty containers on return move- 
ments, over specified routes; also fresh fruit and vegetables, 
empty containers, canned goods, and cannery supplies to or 
from specified points in Oregon and Washington, over specified 
routes. 

In MC 88132, Emile L. Dauphinais, contract carrier ap- 
plication, the Commission, by division 5, has authorized opera- 
tion as a contract carrier of petroleum and petroleum products 
between points in Massachusetts and Rhode Island, over speci- 
fied routes. 


In MC 55727, Sub. No. 1, Silvio Colistro, extension of oper- 
ations, Trail, B. C., the Commission, by division 5, has denied 
a certificate to operate as a common carrier of specified com- 
modities between Spokane, Wash., and the international bound- 
ary. 

In MC 68838, P. B. Mutrie Motor Transportation, Inc., con- 
tract carrier application, the Commission, by division 5, on 
finding applicant’s operations to be those of a common carrier 
has dismissed the application because the authority sought, to 
transport general commodities between points in Connecticut, 
Delaware, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont 
and the District of Columbia, is embraced within applicant’s 
common carrier application, MC 31600, which is under con- 
sideration. 

In MC F-622, Clarence T. English, purchase, C. S. Ludwick, 
the Commission, by division 5, has authorized purchase by 
Clarence T. English, of Dallas, Tex., dba English Freight Co., 
of operating rights and property of C. S. Ludwick, dba Texas- 
Oklahoma Transit Co. 

In MC F-630, Hudson Transit Lines, Inc., purchase, Deer- 
park Transportation Co., Inc., embracing also MC F-631, same, 
purchase, Frank Martz Coach Co., Inc., the Commission, by 
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division 5, has authorized purchase by Hudson Transit Lines, 
Inc., of Paramus, N. J., of operating rights of Deerpark Trans- 
portation Co., Inc., of Port Jervis, N. Y., and operating rights 
and property of Frank Martz Coach Co., Inc. (Martin Memolo, 
trustee), of Wilkes-Barre, Pa. 

In MC F-698, A. M. Whitney, purchase, Robinson Motor 
Lines, the Commission, by division 5, has authorized purchase 
by A. M. Whitney, of Bowling Green, Ky., dba Whitney Trans- 
fer Co., of operating rights and property of Robinson Motor 
Lines. 

In MC F-644, Milwaukee Truck Service, Inc., purchase, 
C. H. Gerling, the Commission, by division 5, has authorized 
purchase by Milwaukee Truck Service, Inc., of operating rights 
and property of C. H. Gerling, dba Litza Brothers Freight 
Forwarders, of Milwaukee, Wis. The authorization is subject 
to the provision that applicant shall not transport, as a contract 
carrier over the same route or between the same points, any 
commodity which it may lawfully transport as a common car- 
rier. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 

No. 28204, State of New Jersey vs. B. & O. et al. Boston Port Au- 
thority permitted to intervene. 

Finance No. 12272, application of Gulf, Mobile & Ohio and Gulf, 
Mobile & Northern for consolidation, and acquisition by consolidated 
corporation of control through exchange of securities of the New 
Orleans Great Northern. Railroad Credit Corporation permitted to 
intervene. 

Finance No. 12272, application of Gulf, Mobile & Ohio and Gulf, 
Mobile & Northern for consolidation, and acquisition by consolidated 
corporation of control through exchange of securities of New Orleans 
Great Northern; and Finance No. 12273, application of Gulf, Mobile 
& Ohio and Gulf, Mobile & Northern for authority to issue securities. 
Southern Railway Co. permitted to intervene. 

Finance No. 12328, application of receivers, Seaboard Air Line, for 
authority to resume operation of St. Marks Branch, in Wakulla county, 
Fla. Atlanta & St. Andrews Bay permitted to intervene. 

MC-F 598, American Motor Dispatch, Inc., purchase, Cox Trans- 
portation Co. Portion of order of July 12, 1938, referring proceeding 
to Examiner A. Henry Walter for recommendation of an appropriate 
order thereon, to be accompanied by reasons therefor, vacated. Ap- 
plication dismisse¢ on request of applicant. 

MC-F 792, Valley Motor Lines, Inc., purchase, George W. Doster. 
Petition requesting approval, under section 210a(b), to temporary opera- 
tion by Valley Motor Lines, Inc., of properties of George W. Doster, 
denied. 


Ex Parte MC 22, New England motor carrier rates. New England 
Freight Association permitted to intervene. 

MC 1091, Garford Trucking, Inc., common carrier application. Mat- 
ter reopened for oral argument. Order of October 1, 1938, set aside 
pending further order of Commission. 


MC 15204 and MC 22306, Raymond Lee Dance, common carrier ap- 
plication. Effective date of order of December 19, 1938, heretofore post- 
poned to March 25, further postponed to May 13. 

MC 15911, Sub. No. 1, Ozark Truck Lines, Inc., common carrier 
application. Applicant’s petition for entry of nunc-pro-tunc order au- 
thorizing the taking of depositions heretofore taken by applicant in 
matter, denied. Matter reopened for further hearing at Indianapolis, 
Ind., at time and place to be fixed by Commission. 

MC 73262, Merchants Parcel Delivery Co., Inc., contract carrier 
application. Gateway City Transfer Co., Inc., and E. F. Schultz granted 
leave to intervene. 

MC 89523, Alden Robert Few and Stacy John Few, dba Few and 
Few, contract carrier application. Edwin Jack Ryan granted leave to 
intervene. Petition for leave to intervene and for further hearing 
filed by Edwin Jack Ryan denied in all other respects. 

MC 94917, Louis Cyr, common carrier application. Recommended 
order stayed. Matter reopened for formal hearing at time and place 
to be hereafter fixed. 

MC-F 607, Frederick J. Kroesen, purchase, Joseph Walter Gallo- 
way. Portion of order of August 12, 1938, referring proceeding to Ex- 
aminer A. Henry Walter for recommendation of an appropriate order 
thereon, to be accompanied by reasons therefor, vacated. Application 
dismissed on request of applicant. 

No. 28193, New River Co. et al. vs. C. & O. Koppers Coal Co. per- 
mitted to intervene. 

MC-F 809, Kerrville Bus Co., Inc., lease, Highway Transportation 
Co. Petition requesting approval, under section 210a(b), of temporary 
operation by Kerrville Bus Co., Inc., of properties of Highway Trans- 
portation Co., denied. 

MC 3690, Sub. No. 1, Leslie J. Strawn, contract carrier applica- 
tion, Wheeling extension. Rail carriers in official classification terri- 
tory granted leave to intervene. 

MC 88895, Gordon A. Jordan, contract carrier application. Petition 
filed by Yellow Cab Trucking Co. for leave to intervene, further hear- 
ing, and other relief, denied. 

No. 28204, State of New Jersey vs. B. & O. et al. Bush Terminal 
Building Co. permitted to intervene. 

Finance No. 12195, application of receiver, Minneapolis & St. Louis, 
for certificate permitting abandonment of line extending from Lynn- 
ville Junction to Lynnville, Ia. Application dismissed on consideration 
of stipulation of counsel for applicant and protestants that line sought 
to be abandoned shall be continued in operation for trial period on 
call or demand basis. 

MC C-71, Southwestern Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., vs. W. D. Gill, 
dba Gill Transport Co.; and MC C-72, Same vs. T. E. Warr and M. G. 
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McCulley, dba Warr and McCulley. Date by which defendants are 
required, by order of January 10, to establish rates in excess of those 
now in effect in Agent J. D. Hughett’s tariff MF I. C. C. No. 32 and 
supplements thereto indefinitely postponed pending further order after 
hearing. Proceedings reopened for further hearing, at time and place 
to be hereafter fixed by Commission, with respect only to rates pre- 
scribed by said order of January 10, which are in excess of those now 
in effect in Agent J. D. Hughett’s tariff MF I. C. C. No. 32 and supple- 
ments thereto. Date by which defendants are required by said order 
of January 10 to establish rates not in excess of those now in effect 
in Agent J. D. Hughett’s tariff MF I. C. C. No. 32 and supplements 
thereto postponed to May 25. 

MC C-97, Cotton goods to Cookeville and Nashville, Tenn.; and 
|. & S. No. 4589, cotton piece goods in the south. Motion filed in be- 
half of W. Gordon McKelvey to quash subpoena duces tecum directed 
to him, overruled. 

Finance No. 11975, Chicago & North Western trustee abandonment. 
Effective date of certificate issued under date of February 20, extended 
to May 1. 

Finance No. 12014, Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis et al. 
construction and operation. Time prescribed in certificate of June 28, 
1938, within which Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis shall 
complete the construction of line therein authorized, extended to April 
1, 1940. 

MC 19543, New York and Western Despatch, Inc., common carrier 
application; and MC 20231, Harvey A. Lawhead and Reon W. Judy, 
common carrier application. Matters reopened for further hearing at 
time and place to be hereafter fixed by Commission. 

MC 22279, Sunset Motor Lines, Inc., contract carrier application. 
Applicant’s petition for further hearing, denied. 

MC 41404, Sub. No. 1, R. K. Argo, C. R. Seates and R. G. Collier, 
Memphis-Montgomery extension. Common Carrier Division, American 
Trucking Associations, Inc., granted leave to intervene. 

MC 59559, Sub. No. 1, D. Graff & Sons, Joliet, Ill., extension. 
Matter reopened for further hearing at time and place to be here- 
after fixed by Commission. 

MC 66836, V. D. Turner, contract carrier application. A. R. Dalby 
granted leave to intervene. 

MC 66905, Sub. No. 1, L. D. V. Benton and B. D. Benton, dba 
Benton Brothers Film Express, Florida extension. Petition for rehear- 
ing, filed by L. & L. Freight Lines, denied. 

MC 78757, Sub. No. 1, Harry Urschel, dba Urschel Trucking Co., 
extension of operations to Wabash, Ind.; MC 22497, Sub. No. 1, Ray- 
mond Donnel Allisbaugh, dba Raymond Donnel Allisbaugh Trucking 
Co., extension to Wabash, Ind.; MC 84516, Sub. No. 1, Ollie P. Brown, 
dba Brown Transfer Co., extension to Wabash, Ind. Petitions for 
further hearings or oral arguments, filed by Interstate Motor Freight 
System, Inc., denied. 

MC 81369, H. S. Dorf & Co., Inc., broker application. Matter re- 
opened for further hearing at time and place to be hereafter fixed by 
Commission. Recommended order, which became effective as order of 
Commission on January 14, vacated and set aside. 

MC 88735, William Isaacs, contract carrier application. Matter re- 
opened for further hearing at time and place to be hereafter fixed by 
Commission, with respect only to intermediate points. 

MC 88897, Fred Kudlak, dba Laurel Hill Trucking Co. Joint board 
No. 159 having been and being unable to agree on matter and more 
than 45 days having elapsed since matter was duly submitted to and 
heard by it, authority to recommend and appropriate order and make 
a report in this matter, conferred on the joint board, terminated as 
of March 28. Matter referred to Examiner P. A. Colvin for such further 
action and proceedings as may be appropriate and proper in premises. 

MC 89231, Sam Coplevitch and Bernard Bick, dba Fargo Express, 
= carrier application. Applicants’ petition for further hearing, 
denied. 

MC 89339, Paul L. Snyder, common carrier application. Matter 
reopened for further hearing at time and place to be hereafter fixed 
ty Commission. 

MC 90080, Peter J. Arsenault, common carrier application. Matter 
reopened for further hearing at time and place to be hereafter fixed 
by Commission. 

MC 90564, C. E. Culbertson, common carrier application. Matter 
reopened for further hearing at time and place to be hereafter fixed 
by Commission. 


ADDITIONAL STOCKYARDS HEARINGS 


The Commission has set additional hearings in Ex Parte 
No. 127, status of public stockyard companies, before Com- 
missioner Splawn and Examiners Carter and Haden. An- 
nouncement of the additional hearings says that all persons 
having an interest in the proceeding will be afforded full 
opportunity to introduce evidence pertinent to the issues as 
defined in the order of investigation dated July 11, 1938. 

The additional hearings are to be at Fort Worth, Tex., 
May 11, Hotel Texas, at which evidence will be received with 
respect to the Fort Worth Stock Yards Co.; Denver, Colo., May 
15, at the offices of the Colorado Public Utilities Commission 
at which evidence will be received with respect to the Denver 
Union Stock Yards Co.; at Seattle, Wash., May 22, Hotel 
Olympic, at which evidence will be received with regard to 
the Portland Union Stock Yards Co., North Portland, Ore., and 
the Union Stock Yards Co. of Seattle, Seattle, Wash.; and at 
San Francisco, Calif., May 26, Hotel Empire, at which evidence 
will be received with respect to the Los Angeles Union Stock- 
yards Co., and South San Francisco Union Stockyard Co., 
at San Francisco and Stockton, Calif. 
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AUTOMOBILE RATES AND MINIMA 


AYING it was not the function of the Commission to inter- 

pret the rights as between parties to contract, Examiner 
Leonard Way, in No. 27976, Barton Auto Co. et al. vs. Ann 
Arbor et al. has recommended that the Commission award repa- 
ration to the complainants, automobile distributors, on a find- 
ing that rates on passenger automobiles from eastern trans- 
continental points to Spokane, Wash., were unreasonable in 
instances they exceeded first class. He made that recommen- 
dation notwithstanding that the railroads in opposing repara- 
tion, pointed out that certain of the contracts between the 
manufacturers and distributors of automobiles contained an 
assignment by the distributors to the manufacturers of the 
right to any refunds, reparation or damages from any carriers 
arising out of or in connection with payment of any unlawful 
charge of transportation of any motor vehicle or chassis. 

In making his report the examiner said no one other than 
complainants had asserted any right to reparation and there 
was evidence that complainants paid the charges to the de- 
fendants on all charges billed collect and to the consignor when 
the shipments were prepaid, and bore the charges on all ship- 
ments. The complaint covered shipments since November 20, 
1933, and pendente lite, from points in Minnesota, Wisconsin, 
Michigan, Ohio and New York. The period of unreasonable- 
ness in the report is Dec. 31, 1936, to March 27, 1937, inclusive. 

The complaint alleged all-rail and the lake-and-rail first 
class rates and minimum weights on passenger automobiles 
and extra parts since March 20, 1933, had been unreasonable. 
The first class rates, the report said, were assailed as unreason- 
able to the extent they were applicable to automobiles. The 
complainants, also asked for reasonable minimum weights. 
Part of the time the rates on automobiles were five cents over 
first class. 

The examiner recommends that the minima be found un- 
reasonable to the extent they exceed for the future 10,000 
pounds for cars of 41 feet 6 inches or less (inside measurement) 
in length, and 12,000 pounds for larger cars to and incdluding 
51 feet in length. 


CHARGES ON PERISHABLE FREIGHT 


A recommendation that the Commission adhere to its foun- 
dation prescription of charges on perishable freight made in 
its first report in No. 20769, charges for protective service to 
perishable freight, 215 I. C. C. 684, is made by Examiner F. 
L. Sharp, on further hearing. He has recommended modifica- 
tions that appear to be of minor character. 

His first finding is that no line-haul rate prescribed by 
the Commission since February 28, 1920, for application on 
any commodity, included or includes any amount to reimburse 
the carriers for any part of the cost of refrigeration service 
and that, with the modifications indicated in this report, the 
section 4 charges of the perishable protective tariff found 
reasonable in the first report should be required to be estab- 
lished and maintained. 

Establishment of the charges in accordance with the orig- 
inal report was held up in 1936 by an Illinois federal court 
order forbidding railroads mentioned in the order to establish 
the charges on traffic moving under the provisions of section 
4 of the perishable protective tariff. The tariffs having been 
filed for many other carriers the effect of the order was to 
have the charges apply on some traffic and not on others. To 
cure the situation the Commission vacated its order and put 
all shippers on an equality under the old charges. 

It reopened the case for further hearing on the allegation 
of shippers of fresh meats, packing house products, dairy prod- 
ucts and beer, that line-haul rates included amounts as com- 
pensation to the carriers for icing and reicing services. The 
reopening was for the purpose of determining whether the 
line-haul rates included any amount as compensation for any 
portion of the cost of icing and reicing services. The proceed- 
ing was broadened so as to include beer, bananas and coconuts 
and the cost of furnishing ice at various points. 

Findings recommended by the Examiner, exclusive of the 
one pertaining to the foundation prescription, follow: 


That shipments of beer with ice in the bunkers or bodies of the 
cars are subject to the charges of 0.75 mill per ton-mile for ice haulage 
and 35 cents per car per trip for station and auditors accounting found 
reasonable in the first report in this proceeding. 


That the charges for supervision found reasonable in the first re- 
port in the proceeding, namely 82 cents per icing in the territory west 
of the Mississippi River, 97 cents per icing in the territory east of the 
Mississippi River and north of the Ohio River and the southern bound- 
aries of Virginia and West Virginia, and 69 cents per icing in the ter- 
ritory east of the Mississippi River and south of the Ohio River and 
the southern boundares of Virginia and West Virginia, are reasonable 
for application on shipments of bananas. 

That the charge of 35 cents per car per trip found reasonable for 
station and auditors accounting in the first report in this proceeding 
is reasonable for application on shipments of bananas. 

That for the future a switching charge of 50.5 cents per car per 
icing will be a reasonable charge for application to shipments of 
bananas at stations in Louisiana east of the Mississippi, Alabama, 
Tennessee, and Kentucky, and that the record on further hearing does 
not warrant excepting Galveston, Texas, and Bluford, Ill., from the 
80-cent charge found reasonable in the first report in this proceeding 
for the territory in which those points are situated. 

That for the future a charge of 90 cents per car per trip will be 
a reasonable charge for bunker repairs to carrier owned or controlled 
cars loaded with bananas under refrigeration. The Commission should 
further find that the carriers may forego the establishment of any 
charge for bunker repairs in connection with shipments of bananas or 
any other traffic in so far as such action is necessary to enable them 
to keep their cars in use. 

That for the future a charge of $4.55 per ton, including provisions 
for a reasonable return upon the investment in icing facilities and 
working capital and for depreciation and taxes, will be a reasonable 
charge for ice placed in the bunkers of refrigerator cars at stations in 
Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and 
Connecticut. 

That carriers serving Mobile, Ala., may increase the charge for ice 
at Mobile to an amount not exceeding the charge found reasonable in 
the first report in this proceeding for ice at New Orleans, La. 

That instead of the switching charge of 80 cents per car per icing 
found reasonable for application at stations in Arizona, California, Ne- 
vada, and Oregon on lines other than the lines of the Southern Pa- 
cific, Union Pacific, Western Pacific, and Santa Fe systems, the carriers 
concerned may charge 45 cents per car per icing. 

That in the absence of a sufficient showing to the contrary upon 
the service of this report, the Commission should modify its order 
herein of June 2, 1936, so as to require that bills for ice and salt sup- 
plied and for all services performed by intermediate and delivering 
carriers shall be rendered by such intermediate and delivering carriers, 
upon the basis of the charges found reasonable in this proceeding, to 
the carrier to which the refrigeration revenue is credited and that 
such bills shall be paid by the carriers to which the refrigeration rev- 
enue is credited, but omit the requirement that these provisions shall 
be established in accordance with the provisions of section 6 of the 
interstate commerce act. 


FOREST PRODUCTS BY TRUCK 


Pointing out that the transportation of forest products to 
the Minnesota & Ontario Paper Co. at International Falls, 
Minn., was the “only transportation in interstate or foreign 
commerce proposed at this time,” joint board No. 248 in a pro- 
posed report in MC 89952, A. J. Wardman, common carrier 
application, served April 5, has recommended that certificates 
be granted the title applicant and 11 others authorizing trans- 
portation as common carriers of forest products between In- 
ternational Falls, Minn., and the international boundary be- 
tween the United States and Canada at International Falls. 

The eleven applications embraced in the proceeding are: 
MC 89953, M. Williamson, North Branch, Ontario, Canada; 
MC 89954, Theophile Landry, Stratton, Ontario, Canada; MC 
89955, Arthur M. Worby, Arbor Vitae, Ontario, Canada; MC 
89982, J. C. Mosher, Stratton, Ontario, Canada; MC 93571, 
James Taylor, Emo, Ontario, Canada; MC 93580, Francis J. 
Cates, Emo, Ontario, Canada; MC 93598, William Whiddon, 
Burriss, Ontario, Canada; MC 93605, Hulda Halverson, Fort 
Frances, Ontario, Canada; MC 93607, Teresio Calissano, Pine- 
wood, Ontario, Canada; MC 93609, R. A. Bang, North Branch, 
Ontario, Canada; and MC 93787, Ben Robinson, Crozier, On- 
tario, Canada. 

No one opposed grant of the applications, said the report. 
It said that all the applicants desired authority to transport 
forest products from Canada to International Falls, adding 
that they would operate from what was known as the Rainy 
River district of Ontario to the paper compazy at International 
Falls. Some of the applicants, it said, had requested authority 
to operate from a described territory in the Rainy River dis- 
trict to International Falls. It pointed out that the Commis- 
sion’s authority extended only to that portion of the operations 
conducted within the United States. The pulpwood and forest 
products hauled by applicants come from that portion of Rainy 
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River district from which motor trucks are the only means of 
transportation, and officials of the Minnesota & Ontario Paper 
Co. indicate that the services of motor carriers as proposed 
are necessary for the proper maintenance of the paper mll. 


c. Ss. S. & S. B. STATUS 


Examiner Earl M. Steer in a proposed report in electric 
railway docket No. 7, Chicago, South Shore & South Bend 
Railroad, has recommended that the Commission find that that 
company and Claude J. Jackson, surviving trustee, have not 
been on or after August 30, 1935, within the terms of the 
exemption proviso in section 1 (a) of the railroad retirement 
act of 1937 or section 1 (a) of the carriers’ taxing act of 1937. 
It is provided in those acts that the terms “employer” or “car- 
rier,” as the case may be, “shall not include any street, interur- 
ban, or suburban electric railway, unless such railway is operat- 
ing as a part of a general steam-railroad system of transporta- 
tion but shall not exclude any part of the general steam railroad 
system of transportation now or hereafter operated by any other 
motive power. The Commission is authorized and directed on 
request of the board or on complaint of any party interested, 
to determine, after hearing, whether any line operated by elec- 
tric power falls within the terms of the proviso. 

The report said that the carrier was not owned or con- 
trolled by any steam railroad. 


PROPOSED REPORTS 


Drag Line Machinery 


No. 28118, Wilbanks & Pierce, Inc., vs. Atlanta & West 
Point Rail Road Co. et al. By Examiner Harold M. Brown. 
Rate, $1.07, charged, drag line machinery, carloads, East 
Prairie, Mo., to West Point, Ga., shipped September 16, 1935, 
proposed to be found inapplicable to the extent it exceeded a 
rate of 91 cents. Reparation of $205.76 proposed. According 
to the report, charges were originally collected at a rate of 
$1.54 but were revised to a basis of $1.07. The rate claimed was 
91 cents. 

Ethy! Chloride 

No. 28116, E. I. duPont deNemours & Co., Inc., vs. New 
York Central et al. By Examiner Leland F. James. Applicable 
rate, 51 cents, tank carload shipments, ethyl chloride, Niagara 
Falls, N. Y., to Carney’s Point, N. J., proposed to be found 
unreasonable to the extent it exceeded 27 cents. Shipments 
were made between August 24 and November 12, 1934. Repara- 
tion of $5,302.03 and waiver of collection of outstanding under- 
charges of $378.82 on two additional shipments on which the 
27-cent rate was charged, proposed. 


MOTOR PROPOSED REPORTS 


(Recommended orders in proposed motor reports, at expiration of 
20 days from date of service of reports (unless otherwise stated), be- 
come effective unless exceptions have been filed within the 20-day 
period or exceptions have been seasonably filed by other parties, or 
the order has been stayed or postponed by the Commission. State in 
which applicant has home office is shown in ‘‘black face’’ type.) 


North Dakota—MC 86954, Sub. No. 1, Central Bus Line, 
extension of operations—Kearney. Joint board 309. Served 
March 31. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their baggage, 
and mail, express and newspapers in the same vehicle with 
passengers, between Pierre, S. D., and Kearney, Neb., over a 
specified route, serving all intermediate points. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 

California—MC 36871, Sub. No. 3, Asbury Transportation 
Co. of Oregon, Inc., extension of operations—Curry. Joint 
board 11. Served March 31. Certificate recommended. Liquid 
petroleum products, in bulk, from Eureka, Calif., to points in 
Curry county, Ore., over irregular routes. 

Massachusetts—MC 95612, M. W. Leahy Co., Inc., contract 
carrier application. Examiner W. E. Messer. Served April 1. 
Permit proposed. Granite from North Chelmsford, Mass., to 
points in New York, New Jersey, New.Hampshire, Rhode Is- 
land and Connecticut, over irregular routes. 

Wisconsin—MC 95559, Russell Van Matre, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 13. Served April 1. Certificate 
recommended. Live stock from Waldwick, Mineral Point, 
Willow Springs, Lamont, Fayette and Darlington, Wis., to 
Chicago, Ill.; feed from Chicago to the before mentioned towns; 
and corn and grain from points in Illinois north of Illinois 
highway 6 to the before mentioned towns, over irregular 
routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 95489, Leslie E. Smith, contract carrier 
application. Examiner H. J. Vinskey. Served April 1. Denial 
of permit proposed. Canned goods from Geneva, N. Y., to 
Williamsport, Pa., over a specified route. 
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Montana—MC 94571, Clovis J. Painter, common carrier 
application. Joint board 83. Served April 1. Certificate rec- 
ommended. Specified commodities between points in Idaho and 
Montana. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 days 
from date of service. 

lowa—MC 94436, Dale Younkin and John Younkin, dba 
Younkin Brothers Truck Service, common carrier application. 
Joint board 192. Served April 1. Denial for want of prosecu- 
tion proposed. Live stock between Conway, Ia., and vicinity, 
on the one hand, and Omaha, Neb., and St. Joseph, Mo., on 
the other. 

lowa—MC 94348, Charles Wintermute, common carrier 
application. Joint board 137. Served April 1. Denial for want 
of prosecution proposed. Live stock, farm products, manufac- 
tured feeds, fertilizer and building materials between points in 
Iowa and Missouri. 

lowa—MC 94178, Fay C. Anderson, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 46. Served April 1. Denial of certifi- 
cate proposed. Live stock, feed and farm machinery, between 
points within a radius of 30 miles of Beaconsfield, Ia., and St. 
Joseph, Mo., and Rock Island, Ill., over irregular routes. 

Wisconsin—MC 94163, Homer McGranahan and Dale Mc- 
Granahan, dba McGranahan Brothers, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 13. Served April 1. Certificate proposed. 
Live stock between Darlington, Wis., and Chicago, Ill., farm 
machinery and farm machinery parts from Rockford and Chi- 
cago, Ill., to Darlington and South Wayne, Wis., and twine, 
feed and fertilizer from Chicago to Darlington, over irregular 
routes. 

Massachusetts—MC 94135, Ahti Jaakkola, dba Jaakkola 
Transportation Co., common carrier application. Joint board 
22. Served April 1. Certificate recommended. Specified com- 
modities between points in Massachusetts, on the one hand, and 
points in New York and New Jersey, on the other, including 
certain intermediate and off-route points in Connecticut, over 
regular and irregulas routes. 

North Carolina—MC 93347, Lonnie A. Stancil, dba Stan- 
cil’s Transfer, common carrier application. Joint board 7. 
Served April 1. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities between Richmond, Va., and Wilson, N. C., 
and between Norfolk, Va., and Wilson, N. C., over specified 
routes. 

New York—MC 93278. Augustus Hoak, common carrier 
application. Examiner M. B. Driscoll. Served April 1. Denial 
of certificate proposed. Automobiles in New York, Michigan, 
Ohio, Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Maryland and 
Connecticut, and in the District of Columbia. 

New York—MC 93169, Leo Hoak, common carrier appli- 
cation. Examiner M. B. Driscoll. Served April 1. Denial of 
application recommended. Automobiles in the District of Co- 
lumbia, New York, Pennsylvania, Connecticut, Massachusetts, 
New Jersey, Ohio, Michigan and Maryland. 

Wisconsin—MC 92318, Ewald Schneider, common carrier 
application. Joint board 13. Served April 1. Permit proposed 
on finding applicant’s operations to be those of a contract car- 
rier. Specified commodities between points in Wisconsin and 
Illinois, over described routes. 

New York—MC 89673, Tulio Arminio Paolini, dba Paolini 
Trucking, contract carrier application. Examiner M. B. Driscoll. 
Served April 1. Denial of permit proposed. Steel, Lackawanna, 
N. Y., to Erie, Pa., over a specified route. 

Pennsylvania—MC 89658, J. H. Thomas, common carrier 
application. Joint board 67. Served April 1. Denial of cer- 
tificate proposed. Coal, points in Luzerne and Lackawanna 
counties, Pa., to points in New Jersey and New York, of lum- 
ber, from Port Newark, N. J., to points in Lackawanna County, 
and groceries, from New York, to Pittston, Pa., over irregular 
routes. 


New York—MC 89578, John H. Woodward, common carrier 
application. Examiner M. B. Driscoll. Served April 1. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Passengers and their .baggage between 
Oneonta, N. Y., on the one hand, and all points in New York, 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Delaware, Virginia, Con- 
necticut, Vermont, Massachusetts and the District of Columbia, 
on the other, in charter operations only, over irregular routes. 

Oregon—MC 89358, Frank Battaglia, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 5. Served April 1. Denial of certifi- 
cate recommended. Specified commodities between points in 
Washington, Oregon and California. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within twenty-five days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 89334, Spanhake Oil Co., common carrier 
application. Joint board 19. Served April 1. Certificate recom- 
mended. Petroleum products, in bulk, from refining and dis- 
tributing points in Kansas, on the one hand, to Columbus, 
Humphrey, Madison, Norfolk, Pierce, Creston, Leigh, Howells 
and Wisner, Neb., on the other, over irregular routes. 

Minnesota—MC 89308, Walter Jacobs, common carrier ap- 
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plication. Joint board 147. Served April 1. Denial of certifi- 
cate proposed. Live stock between Rushmore, Minn., and points 
within ten miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux Falls, S. D., 
and Sioux City, Ia., on the other, and feed and farm machinery, 
from Sioux Falls to the Minnesota territory indicated, over 
irregular routes. 

Nebraska—MC 89265, H. A. Lacy, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 93. Served April 1. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. General commodities between points in 
Nebraska. 

New Jersey—MC 88153, Fred Siegel, Inc., contract carrier 
application. Examiner Frank Hand. Served April 1. Permit 
proposed. Yarn and yarn goods between Haledon, N. J., and 
New York, N. Y., over irregular routes. 

Wisconsin—MC 85412, Roy Carl Hendricks, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 142. Served April 1. Certificate 
proposed. Applicant, successor in interest to Alvin W. Mueller, 
continuance of operation, live stock, grain, and farm products 
from Belvidere, Waumandee, Millton, Lincoln and Alma, in 
Buffalo County, Wis., to Minneapolis, St. Paul, South St. Paul, 
Wabasha, Lake City, Red Wing and Hastings, Minn., and return 
with general commodities, over irregular routes. 

West Virginia—MC 73937, Sub. No. 1, Hogan Storage & 
Transfer Co., extension of operations—Williamson, W. Va., and 
McVeigh, Ky. Joint board 10. Served April 1. Certificate 
recommended. General commodities between Williamson, W. 
Va., on the one hand, and McVeigh and Aflex, Ky., on the other, 
over described routes. 

Ohio—MC 71608, Sub. No. 1, Edith Payne Coleman, dba 
W. B. Coleman—Buffalo and Rochester, N. Y., extension, em- 
bracing also Sub. No. 2, Same, Philadelphia, Pa., extension. 
Joint board 27. Served April 1. Denial of applications for a 
certificate proposed. Beer, Philadelphia, Pa., Buffalo and 
Rochester, N. Y., to Ashtabula, O., over regular routes. 

Oklahoma—MC 69419, Harold C. Groendyke, common car- 
rier application. Examiner John Cunningham. Served April 1. 
Certificate proposed on condition that applicant relinquish rights 
previously granted to operate between the same points as set 
forth herein as a contract carrier. Continuance of operations, 
petroleum products from Enid, Okla., to points in Kansas and 
Texas, and empty containers on the return trip to Enid, over 
irregular routes. 

Nebraska—MC 61615, Lorris R. Carr, dba Carr Transfer 
Co., common carrier application. Joint board 93. Served April 
1. Denial of application proposed. General commodities, with 
exceptions, over a specified route between Springview, Neb., and 
Omaha, Neb. 

Kansas—MC 52351, Sub. No. 1, O. C. Stinson, dba Stinson 
Transfer Co., extension of operations. Joint board 43. Served 
April 1. Certificate proposed. Live stock between points with- 
in forty miles of Kinsley, Kan., and all points in Colorado over 
irregular routes. 


lowa—MC 50874, W. E. Westover, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 138. Served April 1. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. Specified commodities between points 
in Iowa and Nebraska. 

Minnesota—MC 47382, Arnold Kaus, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 143. Served April 1. Certificate recom- 
mended. Continuance of operations, live stock between Browns 
Valley, Minn., and points in Minnesota and South Dakota with- 
in twenty miles thereof, on the one hand, and Minneapolis, St. 
Paul, and South St. Paul, Minn., on the other, over irregular 
routes. 

New York—MC 46950, John F. Wilson Transportation Cor- 
poration, broker application. Examiner Reece Harrison. Served 
April 1. Dismissal of application for a license proposed at re- 
quest of applicant. General commodities within a radius of 
300 miles of Elmira, N. Y. 

Nebraska—MC 30224, Sub. No. 1, Couch Motor Co., ex- 
tension of operation. Joint board 293. Served April 1. Cer- 
tificate recommended. Petroleum products, in bulk, from re- 
fining and distributing points in Kansas, on the one hand, to 
Lynch, Anoka, Naper, Neb., and Winner, S. D., on the other, 
over irregular routes. 

Ohio—MC 16027, Charles L. Miller, dba C. L. Miller Feed 
& Transfer Co., common carrier application. Examiner Mack 
Myers. Served April 1. Denial of application proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities between points in Ohio, Pennsylvania, West 
Virginia, Kentucky, Indiana, and Michigan, over irregular 
routes. 

Missouri—MC 6470, Illinois-Missouri Freight Lines, Inc., 
successor in interest to Miss Jean Chavis, dba Ace Transporta- 
tion Lines, common carrier application. Joint board 135. Served 
April 1. Denial of application proposed. General commodities, 
between St. Louis, Mo., and Chicago, Ill., over regular routes; 
and from Chicago and St. Louis to points in Illinois north of 
U. S. highway 40, over regular and irregular routes. 
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Nebraska—MC 1114, Sub. No. 2, Elmer Dovel and Son, 
extension—Plattsmouth. Joint board 19. Served April 1. Per- 
mit recommended. Petroleum products, in bulk, from refining 
and distributing points in Kansas, on the one hand, to Auburn, 
Nebraska City, and Plattsmouth, Neb., on the other. 

Montana—MC 89547, Louis Joe Madler, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 79. Served April 1. Permit proposed. 
Petroleum and petroleum products, in bulk, in truckload lots, 
between Kalispell, Mont., and points in Washington and Idaho, 
serving specified intermediate points. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

Kentucky—MC 66817, Sub. No. 3, A. M. Whitney, Gilberts- 
ville extension. Joint board 25. Served April 1. Certificate 
proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, between speci- 
fied points in Kentucky and Tennessee, over specified routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 18149, Coastwise Express Co., Inc., com- 
mon carrier application, embracing also MC 42624, Same, 
broker application. Examiner G. E. Proudley. Served April 1. 
Denial of appliactions proposed on finding applicant’s opera- 
tions not those of a common carrier or broker. Applicant sought 
a certificate to continue transporting general commodities be- 
tween points in Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Delaware, Mary- 
land, Virginia, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New 
Hampshire, Maine, Vermont, Georgia, Florida, and the District 
of Columbia, and a license to arrange for the transportation 
of general commodities between the before mentioned states. 
The examiner said that it appeared that the sole function of 
applicant’s operations was to obtain business for its parent 
company, the Merchants & Miners Transportation Co., and 
that applicant was an agent for that company. 

Wyoming—MC F-363, Black Hills Stages, Inc., purchase, 
Black Hills Transportation Co., embracing also MC F-364, 
Burlington Transportation Co., control, Black Hills Stages, 
Inc. J. Edward Davey, chief, section of finance, Bureau of 
Motor Carriers. Served April 1. Recommends approval of 
purchase by Black Hills Stages, Inc., Cheyenne, Wyo., of cer- 
tain operating rights and property of Black Hills Transporta- 
tion Co., and acquisition by Burlington Transportation Co., Chi- 
cago, Ill., of joint control of Black Hills Stages, Inc. 

Ohio—MC 18610, Sub. No. 1, Karl Obert, extension of 
operations. Joint board 9. Served April 3. Denial of certifi- 
cate proposed. Auto parts, mufflers and heaters in Ohio, Mich- 
igan and Indiana, between Indianapolis and South Bend, Ind., 
Grand Haven, Mich., Youngstown and Toledo, O., over irregular 
routes. 

Rhode Island—MC 62423, James A. Lewers and John M. 
McCauley, dba Lewers Transportation Co., common carrier 
application, embracing also Sub. No. 1, Same, contract carrier 
application, Providence-Fall River extension. Joint board 18. 
Served April 3. Applicants’ operations in MC 62423 proposed 
to be found those of a contract carrier and permit recommended 
for continuance of operations of sugar, fresh fruits, vegetables 
and groceries, and equipment used by chain store markets from 
Boston, Mass., to Providence, Pawtucket and Woonsocket, R. I., 
and from Providence to Worcester, Mass., over specified routes. 
Denial of permit in MC 62423, Sub. No. 1 proposed. Sugar, fresh 
fruits, vegetables and groceries and equipment used by chain 
store markets, from Providence, R. I., to Fall River, Mass., 
over a specified route. 

Washington—MC 95753, Jack Spady, Jr., dba C. & S. Auto 
Wreckers, common carrier application. Joint board 45. Served 
April 4. Certificate proposed. Wrecked and disabled automo- 
biles and machinery, by the towaway or driveaway method, 
between points in Clark county, Wash., on the one hand, and 
points in Oregon, on the other, and between points in Mult- 
nomah county, Ore., on the one hand, and points in Washing- 
to, on the other, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
30 days from date of service. 

Minnesota—MC 95508, Ted Jacobs, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 147. Served April 4. Certificate recom- 
mended. Emigrant movables, between Rushmore, Minn., and 
points in Minnesota within a radius of 15 miles thereof, on 
the one hand, and points in Iowa, on the other; live stock, 
between points in the before mentioned radius, on the one 
hand, and Sioux City, Ia., on the other; and farm machinery, 
between Rushmore and Sioux Falls, S. D., over irregular 
routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

lowa—MC 95478, C. A. Caruth, dba Caruth Truck Line, 
common carrier application. Joint board 138. Served April 
4. Certificate proposed. Specified commodities between Omaha, 
Neb., and Story City, Ia., over regular routes, and serving all 
points within 15 miles of Story City, except Ames, Jewell and 
Nevada, Ia., as intermediate or off-route points. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 95326, Melvin R. Scholting, common car- 
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rier application. Joint board 138. Served April 4. Certificate 
recommended. Coal, points within 10 miles of Clarinda, Ia., 
to Springfield, Neb., and points within 5 miles thereof; grain 
from Adair, Red Oak and Anita, Ia., to Springfield, and points 
within 5 miles thereof; and household goods between Spring- 
field and points within 5 miles thereof, on the one hand, and 
points in that part of Iowa south of U. S. highway 30 and west 
of U. S. highway 75, on the other, over irregular routes. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 95177, F. C. Wellenstein, common carrier 
application. Joint board 185. Served April 4. Certificate 
proposed. Specified commodities between Ponca, Neb., and 
Sioux City, Ia., and Yankton, S. D., and Sioux City to Ponca, 
over specified routes, serving certain points within a prescribed 
territory as intermediate and off-route points. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 

New Jersey—MC 95098, James A. Smith, common carrier 
application. Examiner D. C. Dillon. Served April 4. Certifi- 
cate recommended. Passengers and their baggage, in charter 
service, from points in a defined area in New Jersey to New 
York, N. Y., the District of Columbia, Mt. Vernon, Va., and 
points in defined areas in New York and Pennsylvania, and re- 
turn, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on 
request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 95063, Lenus Anderson, common carrier 
application. Joint board 185. Served April 4. Certificate pro- 
posed. Specified commodities between Laurel, Neb., and points 
within 20 miles thereof, on the one hand, and Yankton, S. D., 
and points within described areas in Iowa, on the other, over 
irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

Nebraska—MC 94687, Harold Brady, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 56. Served April 4. Certificate pro- 
posed. Specified commodities from and to points in Nebraska 
and Colorado over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hear- 
ing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 
days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 94646, Fred F. Kretz, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 198. Served April 4. Certificate recom- 
mended. Specified commodities, from and to points in Colo- 
rado, Nebraska and Wyoming, over irregular routes. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 94543, Joe Peitzmeier, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 185. Served April 4. Certificate recom- 
mended. Specified commodities between points in Nebraska, 
Iowa and South Dakota, over irregular routes. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 


Nebraska—MC 94324, Henry McNally, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 138. Served April 4. Certificate pro- 
posed. Specified commodities between Jackson, Neb., or 
vicinity, and Sioux City, Ia., and emigrant movables between 
Jackson or vicinity and all points in Iowa, over irregular routes. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 94230, Mike Erlach, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 138. Served April 4. Certificate proposed. 
Milk and cream from Jackson, Neb., and points in Nebraska 
within 10 miles of Jackson, to Sioux City, Ia., serving all 
intermediate points, and return to Jackson with meat and 
groceries, serving no intermediate points, over regular and 
irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

Nebraska—MC 94152, T. J. Liveringhouse, common carrier 
application. Joint board 138. Served April 4. Certificate pro- 
posed. Specified commodities between Wayne, Neb., and points 
within 20 miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux City, Ia.., 
on the other, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hear- 
ing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days 
from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 93907, Lloyd M. Pick, dba Lloyd M. Pick 
Truck Line, common carrier application. Joint board 139. 
Served April 4. Certificate recommended. Specified commodi- 
ties from and to certain points in Nebraska and Iowa over 
regular and irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on 
request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

lowa—MC 93724, Lowell Kohl, common carrier application. 
Joint board 54. Served April 4. Certificate proposed. Speci- 
fied commodities from and to points in Iowa and Illinois, over 
regular and irregular routes, Modified procedure. Hearing on 
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request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

lowa—MC 93674, Hosea Maynard, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 54. Served April 4. Certificate proposed. 
Specified commodities from and to_points in Iowa and Illinois, 
over regular and irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hear- 
ing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days 
from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 93632, Rudolph Pospeshil, dba Rudolph Pos- 
peshil Truck Line, common carrier application. Joint board 
138. Served April 4. Certificate proposed. Livestock from 
Venus, Neb., and points within 15 miles thereof, over irregular 
routes, to Sioux City, Ia., and points in Iowa west of U. S. 
highway 69 and north of U. S. highway 20; and furniture, 
lumber and building materials, iron and steel articles, agricul- 
tural implements and parts, coal, twine, lime, hay and grain, 
feed and seed, from Sioux City to Venus and points within 15 
miles thereof. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

Nebraska—MC 93401, John Graber, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 182. Served April 4. Certificate recom- 
mended. Specified commodities between Wisner, Neb., and 
vicinity, and points in Iowa, over irregular routes. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 93381, Clifford Howard Weigel, common 
carrier application. Joint board 138. Served April 4. Certifi- 
cate recommended. Live stock between Atkinson, Plainview 
and Creighton, Neb., and points within fifteen miles of Creigh- 
ton, on the one hand, and Sioux City, Ia., on the other; general 
commodities, with exceptions, from Sioux City to Creighton, 
and farms within fifteen miles thereof; and emigrant movables 
between Creighton, and points within fifteen miles thereof, on 
the one hand, and points in Iowa, on the other, over irregular 
routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 93363, Herman Schneider, common carrier 
application. Joint board 185. Served April 4. Certificate pro- 
posed. Specified commodities between Stuart, Neb., and points 
within thirty miles thereof, on the one hand, and points within 
described areas in Iowa and South Dakota, on the other, over 
irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date of 
service. 

Nebraska—MC 93208, LeRoy Johnson, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 185. Served April 4. Certificate pro- 
posed. Specified commodities from and to points in Nebraska, 
Iowa and South Dakota, over irregular routes. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within thirty days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 93086, John Woltman, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 138. Served April 4. Certificate recom- 
mended. Specified commodities over a regular route between 
Pierce, Neb., and Sioux City, Ia. Modified procedure. Hearing 
on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days 
from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 92327, Rudy J. Schroeder, dba Rudy’s Motor 
Transfer, common carrier application. Joint board 185. Served 
April 4. Certificate recommended. Specified commodities be- 
tween Wynot, Neb., and Sioux City, Ia., over a specified route, 
serving intermediate and off-route points within a radius of 
fifteen miles of Wynot. Modified procedure. Hearing on re- 
quest. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from 
date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 91795, Harold E. Moore, common carr‘er 
application. Joint board 138. Served April 4. Certificate pro- 
posed. Live stock, hay, and grain from Walthill, Neb., and 
points within ten miles thereof, to Sioux City, Ia., and live stock, 
seed, feed, farm machinery, coal, and building materials, in 
the reverse direction, over irregular routes. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within thirty days from date of service. 

lowa—MC 91683, Arthur D. Mertz, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 138. Served April 4. Certificate proposed. 
Specified commodities between Walnut, Ia., and Omaha, Neb., 
over a regular route, serving points in Iowa within fifteen 
miles of Walnut as intermediate and off-route points. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 91640, Lester McWhorter, common carrier 
application. Joint board 138. Served April 4. Certificate pro- 
posed. Live stock between Osmond, Neb., and points within 
twenty-five miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux City, 
Ia., on the other; and agricultural implements and parts, and 
feed, from Sioux City to points in the territory in Nebraska 
before mentioned, over irregular routes, Modified procedure, 
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Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
thirty days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 91225, George J. Huetig, common carrier 
application. Joint board 185. Served April 4. Certificate rec- 
ommended. Live stock between Belden, Neb., and points with- 
in fifteen miles theerof, and Sioux City, Ia., and Yankton, S. D., 
and agricultural implements and parts, twine, roofing and fenc- 
ing from Sioux City to Belden and points within fifteen miles 
thereof, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing 
on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days 
from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 91026, Clesson Keller, common carrier 
application, embracing also Sub. No. 1, Same, common carrier 
application. Joint board 138. Served April 4. Certificate pro- 
posed. Specified commodities between Newport, Neb., and 
Sioux City, Ia., over U. S. highway 20, serving points in Ne- 
braska within 25 miles of Newport, over irregular routes. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Michigan—MC 90967, Otto Graham, dba Graham Transfer, 
common carrier application. Joint board 76. Served April 
4. Certificate recommended. General commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, between Sault Ste. Marie and Pickford, Mich., over 
Michigan highway 5, and serving Rudyard, Mich., as an off- 
route point. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

New Mexico—MC 89627, New Mexico Transit Co., com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 87. Served April 4. 
Certificate proposed. Passengers and their baggage, and ex- 
press, mail, and newspapers, in the same vehicle with pas- 
sengers, between Springer and Tucumcari, N. M., over a speci- 
fied route, serving Taylor Springs, Abbott Mills, Roy, Solano, 
Mosquero, Gallegos, Logan Junction and Logan, as interme- 
diate points. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Excep- 
tions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

New Jersey—MC 89543, Frank Toth, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 67. Served April 4. Certificate pro- 
posed. Agricultural commodities from ‘points in Cranbury 
township, N. J., to New York, N. Y., and Philadelphia, Pa., 
over irregular routes, and fertilizer in the reverse direction. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 89418, Everett F. Barry, dba Everett F. 
Barry Transfer, common carrier application. Joint board 138. 
Served April 4. Certificate recommended. Coal, over a spe- 
cified route from Clarinda, Ia., to Wahoo, Neb., and grain and 
live stock from specified territories in Iowa to Wahoo and 
points within 10 miles thereof, over irregular routes. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 89396, Herbert Vollbrecht, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 139. Served April 4. Certificate 
recommended. Specified commodities, between Bartlett, Neb., 
and vicinity, and described points in Kansas and Iowa, over 
irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

New York—MC 6870, Sub. No. 1, John Murtaugh, dba 
Murtaugh’s Moving & Trucking, extension—anthracite coal. 
Examiner L. R. Conley. Served April 4. Certificate proposed. 
Anthracite coal from Hazelton, Pottsville and Scranton, Pa., 
and points within 20 miles thereof, to points in Clinton, Pine 
Plains, Stanford and Washington townships, Dutchess county, 
N. Y., over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on 
request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

New Jersey—MC 3816, Sub. No. 1, Castoro & Co., Inc., 
extension of operations. Joint board 67. Served April 4. 
Certificate proposed. Slag, silica and limestone, from points 
in Pennsylvania to Trenton, N. J., over irregular routes. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Pennsylvania—MC F-647, Pennsylvania Truck Lines, Inc., 
purchase, Central Motor Freight Lines, Inc. (Dane Sprankle, 
trustee). Examiner James L. Smith. Served April 4. Recom- 
mends approval of purchase by Pennsylvania Truck Lines, Inc., 
of operating rights and property of Central Motor Freight 
Lines, Inc., of Columbus, O., for $6,000. It is provided that 
applicant shall not, if the authority granted is exercised, ren- 
der service from or to, or interchange traffic at, any point 
other than a station on the lines of the Pennsylvania; and that 
the authority granted shall be subject to such further limita- 
tions or restrictions as the Commission may find it necessary 
to impose in order to insure that the service shall be auxiliary 
or supplementary to train service of the Pennsylvania and shall 
not unduly restrain competition. 

Connecticut—MC 95744, Atlantic Transportation Co., Inc., 
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common carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served 
April 5. Certificate proposed. Specified commodities between 
New Haven, Conn., and points in Massachusetts, New Jersey, 
New York, Pennsylvania and Rhode Island, over irregular 
routes. Modiefid procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Pennsylvania—MC 95691, Newton Beck, common carrier 
application. Joint board 67. Served April 5. Certificate 
recommended. New and used furniture from Gardenville, Pa., 
to Milford and Lambertville, N. J., over regular routes, serv- 
ing Frenchtown, N. J., as an off-route point. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within thirty days from date of service. 

lowa—MC 95459, Lowell Stranathan, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 138. Served April 5. Certificate rec- 
ommended. Specified commodities between certain points in 
Iowa and Nebraska City, Omaha and Plattsmouth Neb., over 
regular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date of 
service. 

lowa—MC 95404, Virgil Williams, common carrier appli-’ 
cation. Joint board 148. Served April 5. Certificate proposed. 
Live stock and grain, between Hawarden, Ia., and points in 
Iowa within fifteen miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux 
Falls and Yankton, S. D., on the other; and emigrant movables 
from Hawarden, and points in Iowa within fifteen miles thereof, 
to points in South Dakota. Modified procedure. Hearing on 
request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days 
from date of service. 

New York—MC 95237, George N. Hull, dba Hull Brothers, 
common carrier application. Examiner D. C. Dillon. Served 
April 5. Certificate proposed. Household goods between Troy, 
N. Y., and points within fifteen miles thereof, on the one hand, 
and points in Connecticut, Maryland, Massachusetts, New Jer- 
sey, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island and Vermont, on the other, 
over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date 
of service. 

Nebraska—MC 95155, W. O. Whitehead and Charles W. 
Eaton, dba Whitehead and Eaton, common carrier application. 
Joint board 185. Served April 5. Certificate recommended. 
Specified commodities between Stuart, Neb., and points within 
twenty-five miles thereof, and certain points in Iowa, over ir- 
regular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date 
of service. 

Nebraska—MC 94866, William H. Soden, common carrier 
application. Joint board 138. Served April 5. Certificate 
recommended. Live stock, feed, agricultural implements and 
parts, and grain between specified points in Iowa and Nebraska, 
over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on re- 
quest. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days 
from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 94846, Harold S. Thomson, common carrer 
application. Joint board 138. Served April 5. Certificate pro- 
posed. Live stock, feed and grain, between specified points in 
Iowa and Nebraska, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
thirty days from date of service. 

Washington—MC 94772, D. A. Whitley, common carrier 
application. Examiner Albert E. Stephan. Served April 5. 
Denial of certificate proposed. Petroleum and petroleum prod- 
ucts, contractor’s machinery, equipment and material, between 
points in Washington, Oregon, Idaho and Montana, over irreg- 
ular routes. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within twenty-five 
days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 94767, Floyd Haun, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 185. Served April 5. Certificate recom- 
mended. Specified commodities between Lynch, Neb., and 
points in Nebraska and South Dakota within 15 miles thereof, 
on the one hand, and Sioux City, Ia., on the other, over irregular 
and regular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date 
of service. 

Nebraska—MC 94583, Ira B. Edwards, common carrier 
application. Joint board 138. Served April 5. Certificate 
recommended. Specified commodities from and to points in 
Iowa and Nebraska, over regular and irregular routes. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

lowa—MC 94559, John Ladehoff, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 54. Served April 5. Certificate proposed. 
Live stock, coal and grain, between specified points in Iowa 
and Illinois, over regular and irregular routes. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 94455, Erwin D, Bliven, common carrier 
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application. Joint board 138. Served April 5. Certificate pro- 
posed. Specified commodities between Sioux City, Ia., and 
points in Dakota county, Neb., over irregular routes. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed with 30 days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 94306, W. M. Liveringhouse, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 138. Served April 5. Certificate 
proposed. Specified commodities between points in Nebraska 
and Sioux City, Ia., over irregular routes. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
30 days from date of service. 

Idaho—MC 94252, Wilbur Shawgo, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 169. Served April 5. Certificate proposed. 
Logs and poles from points in Pend Orielle county, Wash., to 
Priest River, Ida., over irregular routes. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
30 days from date of service. 

Maryland—MC 93846, Charles E. Davis, common carrier 
application. Joint board 112. Served April 5. Certificate 
recommended. General commodities, except uncrated house- 
hold goods, between Wynne, Md., on the one hand, and points 
in St. Mary’s county, Md., on the other, over irregular routes. 

New York—MC 93792, John Mezzalingua, dba J. M. Truck- 
ing, common carrier application. Examiner D. C. Dillion. 
Served April 5. Certificate proposed. General commodities, 
with exceptions, between Syracuse, N. Y., and Manlius, N. Y., 
over a regular route, serving certain intermediate points. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Connecticut—MC 93498, James Atherton, Jr., dba Ather- 
ton & Sons, common carrier application. Examiner L. R. 
Conley. Served April 5. Certificate recommended. Specified 
commodities between points in Connecticut, Rhode Island, 
Massachusetts, New York and New Jersey, over irregular 
routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

lowa—MC 93423, S. M. Heaberlin, common carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner W. R. Frizzell. Served April 5. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Live stock between Pleasantville, Ia., and 
points within a radius of 15 miles thereof, on the one hand, 
and Omaha, Neb., on the other, and household goods and emi- 
grant movables from points in Marion county, Ia., to points 
in Nebraska, over irregular routes. 

Nebraska—MC 93070, Rudolph Prokop, common carrier 
application. Joint board 138. Served April 5. Certificate rec- 
ommended. Specified commodities, between Gross, Neb., and 
points in the vicinity thereof, and Sioux City, Ia., over irreg- 
ular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

South Dakota—MC 91124, Harry Helmer, common carrier 
application. Joint board 183. Served April 5. Certificate pro- 
posed. Coal from Gillette, Wyo., and mines within 10 miles 
thereof, to Spearfish, S. D., and points within 20 miles thereof, 
over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on re- 
quest. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 90144, Willard E. Barry, dba Willard E. 
Barry Transfer, common carrier application. Joint board 139. 
Served April 5. Certificate proposed. General commodities, 
with exceptions, between Weston, Neb., and Omaha, Neb., over 
a regular route, and grain and household goods between Weston 
and vicinity, on the one hand, and points in Iowa and Kansas, 
on the other, and live stock between Weston and vicinity, on 
the one hand, and points in Iowa, on the other, over irregular 
routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Connecticut—MC 89967, Louis A. Angenola, contract car- 
rier application. Examiner D.C. Dillon. Served April 5. Per- 
mit proposed. Such commodities as are dealt in by whole- 
sale, retail, and chain grocery and food business houses, and 
in connection therewith equipment, material and supplies used 
in conduct of such business, from Bridgeport and East Hartford, 
Conn., to points in Westchester, Putnam and Dutchess coun- 
ties, N. Y., and refused, rejected surplus, or damaged stock, and 
empty containers in the opposite direction. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
thirty days from date of service. 

New York—MC 89790, Bronxville Taxi and Bus Service, 
Inc., common carrier application. Joint board 305. Served 
April 5. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their baggage 
on round-trip tours, in charter operations, over irregular routes 
beginning and ending at points Westchester County, N. Y., and 
extending to points in New York, Connecticut and New Jersey. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Pennsylvania—MC 89637, Henry M. Long, common carrier 
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application. Joint board 67. Served April 5. Certificate rec- 
ommended. Coal, top soil, earth, building materials, excavating 
materials and road-building materials, between Easton, Pa., 
and Phillipsburg, N. J., and points within twenty-five miles of 
each, over irregular routes. 

West Virginia—MC 89554, John Tucker Board, common 
carrier application. Joint board 10. Served April 5. Denial 
of certificate proposed. General commodities between William- 
son, W. Va., and McVeigh, Ky., over a described route. 

lowa—MC 89521, Melvin Bare, common carrier application. 
Joint board 138. Served April 5. Certificate proposed. Speci- 
fied commodities between Pisgah, Ia., and points within fifteen 
miles thereof, and Omaha, Neb., over specified routes. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

New York—MC 88726, Michael Marchese, dba M & M 
Trucking & Delivery, contract carrier application. Joint board 
159. Served April 5. Permit recommended. Concrete rein- 
forcements of wire and steel between New York, N. Y., and 
points in New Jersey and Connecticut, over specified regular 
routes. 

New Jersey—MC 42606, Carrar Trucking Co., Inc., con- 
tract carrier application. Joint board 159. Served April 5. 
Permit recommended. Continuance of operation, building, 
grading and paving materials which may be transported in 
dump trucks from Bound Brook, N. J., on the one hand, to 
points in New York, N. Y., and Westchester and Nassau coun- 
ties, N. Y., on the other, over irregular routes. 

New Jersey—MC 30411, Sub. No. 1, Foote & Hynes Truck- 
ing Co., Inc., contract carrier application. Joint board 67. 
Served April 5. Denial of permit proposed. Asbestos fiber and 
asbestos shingles between Elizabeth, N. J., on the one hand, 
and Kulpmont and Ambers, Pa., on the other, over specified 
routes. 

Nebraska—MC 29710, Sub. No. 1, LeRoy Anderson, ex- 
tension of operations. Joint board 19. Served April 5. Cer- 
tificate recommended on finding applicant’s operations to be 
those of a common carrier. Petroleum products in bulk, from 
refining and distributing points in Kansas, on the one hand, 
to Comstock, Arcadia, Mason City, Dunning and Brewster, 
Neb., on the other, over irregular routes. 

Vermont—MC F-756, Vermont Transit Co., Inc., purchase, 
Ray E. Nichols. Examiner Robert R. Hendon. Served April 5. 

Recommends approval of purchase by Vermont Transit Co., 
Inc., of Burlington, Vt., of operating rights and property of 
Ray E. Nichols, dba Burlington Bus Co. 

Texas—MC F-693, Younger Brothers, Inc., purchase, Com- 
mercial Bonded Warehouse Co., Inc., Examiner John S. Higgins. 
Served April 5. Recommends approval of purchase by Younger 
Brothers, Inc., Houston, Tex., of operating rights and property 
of Commercial Bonded Warehouse Co., Inc., Lake Charles, La. 

Ilinois—MC 14786, Greyvan Lines, Inc., common carrier 
application. Examiner C. Garofalo. Served April 5. Denial 
of application proposed. General commodities and household 
goods, over irregular routes, between points in the territory 
east of Montana, Wyoming, Idaho and Arizona, but including 
California and Canada. 

Kansas—MC 29486, Sub. No. 1, John C. Teter, dba J. C. 
Teter Transfer Co., contract carrier application. Joint board 
180. Served April 5. Denial of permit proposed. Canned milk 
and milk products, over specified routes, from Coffeyville, Kan., 
to points in Missouri and Oklahoma. 

Ohio—MC 89059, Charles C. Seal, contract carrier applica- 
tion. Examiner G. P. Werner. Served April 5. Denial of per- 
mit proposed. Specified commodities between points in Ohio, 
Indiana, Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama, Georgia and Florida, 
over regular and irregular routes. 

New York—MC 95760, Greenwich Haulage Co., Inc., com- 

mon carrier application. Examiner D. C. Dillon. Served April 
6. Permit proposed on finding applicant’s operation to be that 
of a contract carrier. Cereals and advertising matter used in 
connection with the sale thereof, from New York, N. Y., to 
points in a defined area in New Jersey. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
thirty days from date of service. 
Indiana—MC 95558, Arval Grow, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 60. Served April 6. Certificate recom- 
mended. Logs, lumber, and piling, points in Decatur, Ripley 
and Jefferson counties, Ind., to points in Hamilton County, O.; 
coal, from North Bend, O., to Napoleon, Ind.; and lumber and 
fertilizer from Cincinnati, O., to Napoleon, and points within 
fifteen miles of Napoleon, over irregular routes. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within thirty days from date of service. 

lowa—MC 95486, Clifford Woods and Howard Wright, dba 
Woods and Wright Truck Lines, common carrier application. 
Joint board 136. Served April 6. Certificate recommended. 
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Live stock between Earlham, Ia., and points within a radius 
of fifteen miles thereof, on the one hand, and Omaha, Neb., on 
the other, and feed from Omaha to Earlham and points within 
a radius of fifteen miles thereof, excluding service at towns in 
that radii other than Earlham, over irregular routes. 

New York—MC 95318, Hannah Light, dba James Light & 
Son, common carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. 
Served April 6. Certificate proposed. Household goods and 
office furniture, between points in Westchester County, N. Y., 
on the one hand, and points in Fairfield County, Conn., on the 
other, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on 
request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days 
from date of service. 

lowa—MC 95308, Frank Casler, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 146. Served April 6. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. General commodities, including live stock, 
between points in Iowa and Minnesota. 

Nebraska—MC 95176, Henry W. Hattig, common carrier 
application. Joint board 185. Served April 6. Certificate pro- 
posed. Specified commodities between Laurel, Neb., and points 
within fifteen miles thereof, on the one hand, and Huron, Mis- 
sion and Yankton, S. D., and Sioux City, Terrel, and other points 
within a described area in Iowa, on the other, over irregular 
routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 95054, Oral G. Pickering, common carrier 
application. Joint board 138. Served April 6. Certificate rec- 
ommended. Specified commodities, between Lynch, Neb., and 
Sioux City, Ia., over a specified route, serving certain inter- 
mediate and off-route points. Modified procedure. Hearing on 
request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days 
from date of service. 

New York—MC 94860, Christian Horn, Jr., dba Horn Truck- 
ing, common carrier application. Examiner D. C. Dillon. Served 
April 6. Certificate proposed. Household goods between New 
York, N. Y., and points in Nassau County, N. Y., on the one 
hand, and points in Massachusetts, Connecticut, New Jersey, 
New York and Pennsylvania, on the other, over irregular routes. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

New York—MC 94744, M. P. The Two Bros., Inc., common 
carrier application. Examiner D. C. Dillon. Served April 6. 
Certificate recommended. Household goods between New York, 
N. Y., on the one hand, and points in Massachusetts, Rhode Is- 
land, Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Mary- 
land, Delaware and the District of Columbia, on the other, over 
irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date of 
service. 

Kentucky—MC 94535, C. B. Reid and W. L. Reid, con- 
tract carrier application. Examiner J. L. Bradford. Served 
April 6. Permit proposed. New Automobiles, in initial move- 
ment by the caravan method, Detroit, Mich., to Louisville, Ky. 

lowa—MC 94075, Andrew Aase, Jr., common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 146. Served April 6. Denial of applica- 
tion proposed. Live stock and grain between Northwood, Ia., 
and points within a radius of 10 miles thereof, and Austin and 
Albert Lea, Minn., and Mason City, Ia. 


lowa—MC 93918, M. E. Carlson, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 136. Served April 6. Certificate recom- 
mended. Live stock between Nevada and points within 10 
miles thereof, north of U. S. highway 30, on the one hand, and 
Chicago, Ill., on the other; farm machinery from Chicago, Sand- 
wich, Peru, Peoria, Ill., to Nevada; and egg cases and fillers 
from Chicago to Colo, Ia., over irregular routes. 

New York—MC 93443, Albany-Schenectady Bus Lines, Inc., 
common carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served 
April 6. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their baggage, 
in special or chartered service, over irregular routes, beginning 
and ending at Schenectady, N. Y., and points within 35 miles 
thereof, and extending to points in Illinois, Michigan, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, Maine, Vermont, New Jersey, New Hampshire, 
Massachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Island, Maryland, Virginia, 
West Virginia, Indiana, Delaware and the District of Columbia, 
with no pick-up or discharge of passengers en route. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 93082, Amos McColley, common carrier 
application. Joint board 138. Served April 6. Certificate rec- 
ommended. Specified commodities over a regular route be- 
tween Verdel, Neb., and Sioux City, Ia. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
30 days from date of service. 

New Jersey—MC 93187, Martin Burton Enos, Sr., dba Enos 
Moving, common carrier application, embracing also Sub. No. 
1, Same, extension—New York. Examiner D. C. Dillon. Served 
April 6. Certificate proposed. Household goods, between Pauls- 
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boro, N, J., and points within 10 miles thereof, on the one 
hand, and Washington, D. C., and points within 150 miles of 
Paulsboro in Delaware, Maryland, Pennsylvania and New 
York, on the other, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
30 days from date of service. 

New York—MC 92937, Joseph P. Hunt, contract carrier 
application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served April 6. Permit 
proposed. Specified commodities, over irregular routes, from 
Wawayanda, N. J., and points within 7 miles thereof, to Og- 
densburg and Franklin, N. J. Modified procedure. Hearing 
on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within. 30 days 
from date of service. 

lowa—MC 92488, George W. Sperry, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 138. Served April 6. Certificate pro- 
posed. Live stock, Lewis, Ia., and points within 10 miles thereof, 
not including Atlantic, Ia., to Omaha, Neb., and live stock, 
building material, feed and agricultural implements and parts, 
in the reverse direction, over U. S. highway 6. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 

Colorado—MC 92254, Fred Russell, dba Fred Russel Trans- 
fer, common carrier application. Joint board 126. Served 
April 6. Denial of certificate proposed. General commodities, 
in pick-up and delivery service, within the municipal limits of 
of Pueblo, Colo., and between places in Pueblo and places 
within 3 miles of the municipal limits of Pueblo. 

West Virginia—MC 91956, E. J. Perrine, contract carrier 
application. Examiner T. M. Hanrahan. Served April 6. De- 
nial of application proposed. General commodities, over ir- 
regular routes, between points in West Virginia, Kentucky, 
Maryland, Ohio and Pennsylvania. 

New York—MC 91852, Christian A. Nagel, common carrier 
application. Examiner M. B. Driscoll. Served April 6. Dis- 
missal of application proposed. General commodities within 
New York, in the vicinity of Buffalo, over irregular routes. 
The Commission said that applicant’s operations were intra- 
state and that it lacked jurisdiction in the premises. 

Minnesota—MC 91104, Adolph Haugen, common carrier 
application. Joint board 24. Served April 6. Certificate recom- 
mended. Live stock between Crookston, Minn., and points 
within 35 miles thereof, on the one hand, and West Fargo, 
Southwest Fargo, Union Stockyards, and Armour Packinghouse, 
located adjacent to West Fargo, on the other, over irregular 
routes. 

Maine—MC 91080, William F. Hanson, common carrier 
application. Joint board 115. Served April 6. Certificate rec- 
ommended. Specified commodities between New Brunswick, 
Canada, and points in Maine. 

New Brunswick, Canada—MC 89869, Eldon Douglas 
McRae, common carrier application. Joint board 115. Served 
April 6. Certificate proposed. Forest products originating at 
points in Canada, from the international boundary line to 
Calais, Woodland, and Vanceboro, Me., over irregular routes. 

Georgia—MC 89852, Ralph Stanley Newman, dba Newman 
Transfer Co., contract carrier application. Examiner Richard 
Yardley. Served April 6. Permit recommended. Boilers, tanks, 
structural steel, buoys, heavy machinery, and baled cotton, 
from Newnan, Ga., to all destinations in Alabama, Florida, and 
South Carolina, over irregular routes. 

Oklahoma—MC 89785, A. O. Males and V. A. Ponder, co- 
partners, dba Hollis-Childress Bus Line, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 16. Served April 6. Certificate recom- 
mended. Passengers and their baggage, and express, mail and 
newspapers in the same vehicle with passengers, between 
Childress, Tex., and Hollis, Okla., over a regular route and 
serving all intermediate points. Modified procedure. Hearing 
on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days 
from date of service. 

Pennsylvania—MC 89753, Louis Sultan, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 67. Served April 6. Denial of permit 
proposed. New uncrated furniture between Hanover, Pa., and 
New York, N. Y., over irregular routes. 

Ohio—MC 89700, Clarence J. Young, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 208. Served April 6. Certificate recom- 
mended. Household goods between points in Hamilton county, 
O., on the one hand, and points in Indiana and Kentucky, on 
the other, over irregular routes. 

Michigan—MC 89410, Alice Couplan Syers, dba Alice Syers, 
common carrier application. Joint board 9. Served April 6. 
Certificate recommended. Household goods between points 
in Lenawee county, Mich., on the one hand, and points in In- 
diana and Ohio, on the other, over irregular routes. 

Missouri—MC 62621, Sub. No. 1, A. W. Shepherd, dba 
A. W. Shepherd Bus Lines—Fort Smith-Mansfield extension. 
Joint board 215. Served April 6. Certificate recommended. 
Passengers and their baggage, and mail, express, and news- 
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papers, in the same vehicle with passengers, over a regular 
route between Fort Smith and Mansfield, Ark., serving all 
intermediate points. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. , 

California—MC 10886, Sub. No. 1, L. L. Mockenhaupt and 
estate of A. L. Mockenhaupt, H. O. O’Reilly, administrator, dba 
B. & L. Truck and Transfer Co., extension—San Diego. Ex- 
aminer A. T. Palmer. Served April 6. Dismissal of application 
for a certificate proposed at request of applicant. Construction 
materials and supplies between San Diego and Palomar Moun- 
tain Observatory, Calif., over a regular route. Exceptions, if 
any, must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

New York—MC 8152, Sub. No. 1, George W. Saulpaugh, 
common carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served 
April 6. Certificate recommended. Specified commodities from 
specified New York points to points in Massachusetts, Connecti- 
cut, New Jersey and Pennsylvania, with no transportation for 
compensation on return, over irregular route. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within thirty days from date of service. 

New York—MC 5164, Sub. No. 1, Fred C. Carpenter, com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner Reece Harrison. Served 
April 6. Dismissal of application proposed at request of appli- 
cant. Specified commodities between points in New York, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Massachusetts, Connecticut and Ver- 
mont, over irregular routes. 

New Jersey—MC 4199, Sub. No. 1, Vincent Goldere’s Sons, 
Inc., extension of operation—Phoenixville. Joint board 67. 
Served April 6. Permit proposed. Rubber and rubber com- 
pounds in containers from Whippany, N. J., to Phoenixville, Pa., 
with empty containers on return, and rock wool, slag wool, and 
mineral wool from South Plainfield, N. J., to New York, N. Y., 
and points in specified counties of New York and Pennsyl- 
vania, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on 
request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days 
from date of service. 

New York—MC 305, Sub. No. 1, Rexford Trucking Corpora- 
tion, extension of operations—Michigan. Joint board 73. Served 
April 6. Denial of application for a permit proposed. Glass 
containers between points in Illinois, Indiana and Michigan, 
over regular and irregular routes. 

Tennessee—MC 60464, Sub. No. 5, Gibbs Bus Line, Inc., 
common carrier application. Joint board 135. Served April 
6. Certificate proposed. Persons, light express, mail and news- 
papers in Illinois and Missouri. 


Tennessee—MC F-730, Southeastern Motor Truck Lines, 
Inc., purchase, Roy B. and Ralph M. Freeman. Examiner Rob- 
ert R. Hendon. Served April 6. Recommends approval of pur- 
chase by Southeastern Motor Truck Lines, Inc., Nashville, 
Tenn., of operating rights and property of Roy B. and Ralph 
M. Freeman, dba Red Ball Trucking Co. 

New Hampshire—MC F-712, F. S. Willey Co., Inc., pur- 
chase, Lindstrom & Poole Transportation, Inc. (Sidney J. Ka- 
gan, trustee). Examiner Robert R. Hendon. Served April 6. 
Recommends approval of purchase by F. S. Willey Co., Inc., 
Laconia, N. H., of operating rights of Lindstrom & Poole Trans- 
portation, Inc. 


Texas—MC F-692, Clarence T. English, purchase, Elias M. 
Jones. Examiner John S. Higgins. Served April 6. Recom- 
mends approval of purchase by Clarence T. English, of Dallas, 
Tex., dba English Freight Co., of operating rights and property 
of Elias M. Jones, dba E. M. Jones Truck Lines. 


California—MC F-585, System Freight Service, purchase, 
Phoenix-El Paso Express, Inc. Examiner John S. Higgins. 
Served April 6. Recommends approval of purchase by System 
Freight Service of operating rights and property of Phoenix- 
El Paso Express, Inc., of El Paso, Tex., for $30,000. 

lowa—MC F-561, Rock Island Motor Transit Co., purchase, 
George H. Swaim. Examiner John S. Higgins. Served April 
6. Recommends approval of purchase by the Rock Island Mo- 
tor Transit Co., Des Moines, Ia., of operating rights of George 
H. Swaim, Kansas City, Mo., dba Inter-State Express Co. It 
is provided that applicant shall not, if the authority is exercised, 
render service from or to, or interchange traffic at, any point 
other than a station o nthe lines of the Chicago, Rock Island 
& Pacific, and that the authority granted shall be subject to 
such further limitations, restrictions, or modifications as the 
Commission may find it necessary to impose, to insure that the 
service shall be auxiliary or supplementary to train service of 
the Rock Island, and shall not unduly restrain competition. 

Iidaho—MC 88788, Walter L. Boyd, dba Boyd Transpor- 
tation Co., common carrier application. Joint board 81. 
Served April 6. Certificate proposed. Petroleum and petroleum 
products betwen any points finally determined by the Commis- 
sion in two pending cases, MC 33608 and MC 33608, Sub. No. 1, 
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on the condition that applicant surrender all granted or claimed 
rights as a contract carrier; and to add The Dalles, Ore., as 
an additional radial point for service to such territory as may 
finally be authorized in MC 33608. Applicant sought to trans- 
port petroleum and petroleum products in bulk between points 
in Oregon, Washington and Idaho, and have his contract car- 
rier operations converted into those of a common carrier. 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 

No. 27858, Anderson-Prichard Oil Corporation et al. vs. Abilene & 
Southern et al. Complainant, Anderson-Prichard Oil Corporation, asks 
that rehearing be granted and that cause be submitted to Commission 
at earliest date convenient. 

1. & S. No. 4492, dairy products in western trunk line and official 
territories. Respondents ask Commission to discontinue proceeding. 
cancel oral argument now assigned for April 6, and permit withdrawal 
of suspended schedules. 

No. 27867, Wisconsin Upper Michigan Fruit Jobbers Association 
et al. vs. A. T. & N. et al. J. A. Farmar, in behalf of carriers respond- 
ents, asks Commission to postpone effective date of order entered Feb- 
ruary 8. 

MC-F 680, Cincinnati, Newport & Covington Railway Co., control, 
Black Diamond Stages, Inc.; and MC-F 723, Same, control, Dixie Trac- 
tion Co., Inc. Cincinnati, Newport & Covington Railway Co. asks that 
Commission modify condition made a part of order herein requiring 
issuance of capital stock to Columbia Gas and Electric Corporation 
and permit Cincinnati, Newport & Covington Railway Co. in lieu of 
the issuance of its capital stock to issue its income demand notes 
to Columbia Gas & Electric Corporation. 

MC-F 845, Oregon Motor Stages, purchase, George H. Lewis. Oregon 
Motor Stages asks temporary approval for 180 days of agreement to 
purchase operating rights and properties of George H. Lewis. 

MC-F 849, Transohio Motor Freight, Inc., purchase, Raymond O. 
Zuhars, dba Tri-State Motor Freight. Transohio Motor Freight, Inc., 
asks that it be granted temporary authority to operate under rights 
and authority now held by Raymond O. Zuhars, and that it be per- 
mitted to enter into a lease of said authority from the vendor in order 
to perfect said request. 

No. 27862, Swift and Co. et al. vs. Alton et al. Complainants ask 
that case be assigned for oral argument before entire Commission 
and at time when entire Commission may be able to hear the argu- 
ment and participate in the decision. 

Ex Parte MC 21, motor carrier rates in central territory. Cleve- 
land, Columbus & Cincinnati Highway, Inc., asks reconsideration and 
modification of order entered March 7, and postponement of effective 
date of order pending consideration of this petition. 

No. 28051, increases in Mississippi freight rates and charges. IIli- 
nois Central and Yazoo & Mississippi Valley, respondents, ask Com- 
mission to modify and amend order entered November 8, 1938, so as 
to permit establishment and maintenance for period ending June 30, 
1940, for intrastate transportation of gravel, washed, in carloads, mini- 
mum weight 90 per cent of marked capacity of car, except when car 
is loaded to full visible capacity actual weight shall govern, from 
Greenville, Miss., to Batesville, Sardis and Tallahatchie, Miss., rates 
of 95 cents a ton of 2,000 pounds. 

No. 28215, Valley Steel Products Co. and Mid-Valley Steel Co. vs. 
A. T. & S. F. et al. Defendants, Missouri Pacific; Beaumont, Sour 
Lake & Western; International-Great Northern; New Iberia & North- 
ern; New Orleans, Texas & Mexico; and St. Louis, Brownsville & 
Mexico ask dismissal of complaint in certain respects. 

Ex Parte MC 22, motor carrier rates in New England. Eastern 
Motor Freight Conference, Inc., asks that order of August 3, 1938, as 
subsequently modified, be further modified. 

No. 28215, Valley Steel Products Co. and Mid-Valley Steel Co. vs. 
A. T. & S. F. et al. Defendants, St. Louis Southwestern, and St. Louis 
Southwestern of Texas ask dismissal of complaint in certain respects. 

No. 17817, Chicago Gravel Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; and 
No. 17817, Sub. No. 2, Neal Gravel Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
New York Central, defendant, asks that Commission reopen and re- 
consider its reports and orders herein and modify its said orders so 
as to permit petitioner, in lieu of present rate, to publish and main- 
tain as a terminal rate on sand, gravel, crushed stone, and slag, car- 
loads, single-line rate of 50 cents a ton of 2,000 pounds, minimum 100,- 
000 pounds from Joliet, Ill., to Gary and East Gary, Ind., such rate 
to apply as a temporary rate to expire December 31, 1940; and that 
any necessary fourth section relief be granted. 

No. 28050, intrastate rates on anthracite in Pennsylvania. Central 
of New Jersey; Delaware, Lackawanna & Western; Erie; Lehigh & 
New England; Lehigh Valley; New York, Ontario & Western; New 
York, Susquehanna & Western; Pennsylvania Railroad; and Reading 
Co., respondents, ask Commission to modify its report of November 
7, 1938, and order of January 4, 1939, so as to limit findings and applica- 
tion of order, in so far as unprepared anthracite is concerned, to rates 
in effect on January 4, 1939, which were published specifically on un- 
prepared anthracite. 

Ex Parte MC 22, motor carrier rates in New England. New Eng- 
land Motor Rate Conference asks modification of order of August 3, 
1938, and supplemental orders. 

Ex Parte MC 21, motor carrier rates in central territory. American 
Carloading Corporation asks that proceeding be modified so as to per- 
mit it to put in force tariff provisions in connection with boxes, fibre- 
board, pulpboard, or strawboard, with or without wooden frames 
(paper boxes), corrugated, K. D. flat or folded flat, loose or in pack- 
ages from St. Louis, Mo., to South Bend, Ind. 

MC-F 821, K. & L. Transportation Co., Inc., purchase, L. C. 
Chastain, dba Chastain Transfer Line. K. & L. Transportation Co., 
Inc., asks rehearing on petition for temporary authority to operate cer- 
tain rights of L. C. Chastain, dba Chastain Transfer Line, 
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SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


(Designation of a tariff below does not mean that all schedules 
in it have been suspended. Suspension orders contain many schedules 
not reproduced here. Details of such orders are published in The 
Daily Traffic World and Bulletin and The Traffic Bulletin.) 


In I. and S. M-653, the Commission has suspended from 
April 5 until July 4, the operation of certain schedules as pub- 
lished in Supplement 123 to Joint Tariff MF-I. C. C. 4 of Agent 
W. M. Miller. The suspended schedules propose to reduce the 
class rates between Dundalk, Md., and points in southern ter- 
ritory. The following is illustrative: 

—Classes——, 


Between Dundalk, Md., and Birmingham, Ala. 1 2 3 4 
NEL, Gls w tech es aise ce eRaSONRS OES DENN e ete eaewe 221 188 155 122 
SN ooo 56 6 Whig 5 a sain ts cma RMA Rie ee eas wae won pIkS 214 182 150 118 

Between Dundalk, Md., and Charlotte, N. C. 

SE gain ewiht< ables Sicha s ad cee Seo ene wlked 145 123 102 80 
NN, oii stews os Aen CNA R ARC ewieae ena ay ied s 138 117 OF 7% 


In I. and S. M-654, the Commission has suspended from 
April 5 until July 4 the operation of certain schedules as pub- 
lished in Supplement 19 to Tariff MF-I. C. C. B-164 of Agent 
W. L. Meyers. The suspended schedules propose to establish 
reduced truckload commodity rates on manufactured iron or 
steel articles, minimum 20,000 pounds, between points in Central 
Territory, in lieu of present class or commodity rates. An illus- 
trative proposal is to establish a rate of 28 cents from Rock 
Island, Ill., to Ft. Wayne, Ind., in lieu of the present rate of 
29 cents. 

In I. and S. 4611, the Commission has suspended from April 
1 until November 1, the operation of certain schedules as pub- 
lished in supplement No. 145 to joint tariff, Agents J. R. Peel’s 
I. C. C. No. 2794, W. S. Curlett’s I. C. C. No. A-493, B. T. 
Jones’ I. C. C. No. 2895 and I. N. Doe’s I. C. C. No. 282, and 
supplement No. 13 to joint tariff, Agents J. R. Peel’s I. C. C. 
No. 3090 and B. T. Jones’ I. C. C. No. 3215. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish loading rules on scrap iron or 
scrap steel] loaded in gondola cars, for application on ship- 
ments from, to and between points in southwestern territory. 

In I. and S. M-651, the Commission has suspended from 
April 1 until June 30, the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement No. 15 to tariff MF I. C. C. No. A-6 
of Agent A. R. Fowler, St. Paul, Minn. The suspended sched- 
ules propose to establish a new commodity rate of 30 cents a 
100 pounds, minimum 20,000 pounds, on frozen fish, from Twin 
Cities to Chicago, Ill., in lieu of present class rates of 93 and 
83 cents, minima 10,000 and 18,000 pounds, respectively. 

In I. and S. M-652, the Commission has suspended from 
April 1 until June 30, the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplements Nos. 12 and 14 to joint tariff MF 
I. C. C. No. 1 of Western Trunk Line Motor Common Carriers 
Bureau, Agent, Des Moines, Ia. The suspended schedules pro- 
pose to establish new classification exceptions rating on soap, 
soap powders, soap chips, lard substitutes, glycerine and vege- 
table shortening, at minimum weights varying from 12,000 to 
16,000 pounds, from Kansas City, Mo.-Kan., to points in 
Nebraska; each rating providing for a designated number of 
stop-offs at directly intermediate points for partial unloading 
without additional charge. The proposed ratings will either 
alternate with present exceptions ratings or supersede present 
straight classification ratings. Illustrative of the proposal is a 
proposed rating of 35 per cent of first class, minimum 16,000 
pounds, permitting 3 to 14 stop-offs en route for partial unload- 
ing without additional charge. 


In I. and S. 4612, the Commission has suspended from 
April 6 until November 6, the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplements 20, 21 and 22 to Agent F. D. 
Miller’s tariff I. C. C. No. 301. The suspended schedules pro- 
pose to reduce the rates on common brick, in carloads, from 
Johnson City, Tenn., and points grouped therewith to various 
points in North Carolina and South Carolina, to meet motor- 
truck competition. The following is illustrative: 


From Johnson City, Tenn., to Charlotte, N. C., present rate 9.5, 
proposed rate 8; from Johnson City, Tenn., to Spartanburg, S. C., 
present rate 8.5, proposed rate 8. 


In I. and S. M-655, the Commission has suspended from 
April 6 until July 5, the operation of certain schedules as pub- 
lished in tariff MF I. C. C. No. 7 of Sunset Motor Lines, Inc., 
New York, N. Y. The suspended schedules propose to establish 
new and reduced volume commodity rates on electrical appli- 
ances, minima 200, 10,000 and 16,000 pounds, and on linoleum, 
minima 200 and 12,000 pounds, applicable between New York, 
N. Y., and points grouped therewith, on the one hand, and 
Pittsburgh, Pa., and points grouped therewith, on the other 
hand, in lieu of present higher class and commodity rates. 
The following is illustrative: 
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Conduit boxes from New York, N. Y., to Pittsburgh, Pa., present 
rate, less truckload, 69, proposed rate, class rates to apply; present 
rate, minimum 200 pounds, no rate for this minimum, proposed rate 57; 
present rate, minimum 10,000 pounds, no rate for this minimum, pro- 
posed rate 47; present rate, minimum 16,000 pounds, 49, proposed 
rate 45. 


G. M.& N-M. & O. MERGER 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


An estimated annual saving in expenses of $925,000 for 
the corporations and improved railroad service tending to at- 
tract industries were the prominent features in a picture painted 
by F. M. Hicks, executive vice-president of the Gulf, Mobile & 
Northern, in his testimony as the first witness in support of the 
applications of that corporation and of the newly formed Gulf, 
Mobile & Ohio to merge into the latter, acquire the Mobile & 
Ohio and the New Orleans Great Northern so as to form a new 
system. The applications are Finance Nos. 12272, Gulf, Mobile 
& Ohio et al. to merge, and 12273, Same, to issue securities. 

Testimony for and against was taken before Examiners 
Molster, Howard and Starr, April 4 and later. The Illinois 
Central system intervened in opposition, the suggestion on its 
behalf being a question, regarded as fundamental, as to whether 
two relatively short and weak lines should be permitted to 
merge, one of them being in receivership, with a view to in- 
tensifying competition with an established trunk line such as 
the Illinois Central. Railroad labor, by reason of an agree- 
ment between it and the applicants whereby the latter will 
observe the so-called Washington agreement for the compen- 
sation of displaced labor, did not appear in opposition. 

Mr. Hicks’ estimated saving, made up of savings in operat- 
ing expenses, joint facility rents, equipment rents and taxes, 
was gross without deduction by reason of the obligation to com- 
pensate displaced labor. That expense was estimated at $227,000 
a year for five years. It was stated that when the merger 
was permitted the company would buy 1,000 new freight cars 
and about 2,000 old cars would be scrapped from the end of 
1939 to the end of 1941. Trucks of the old cars, it was poin’ed 
out, would be recovered and used as a down payment on the 
new equipment, which would be financed either privately or by 
loan from the R. F. C. 

Acquisition of the Mobile & Ohio, controlled through bond 
ownership by the Southern, it was pointed out, would enable 
the consolidated line to make rates over the G. M. & N. from 
the terminus of its main line at Jackson, Tenn., without concur- 
rence by competing lines and also without being dependent on 
them for the handling of traffic between Mobile and St. Louis. 
The advantage contributed by the G. M. & N. would be entry 
into New Orleans for the Mobile & Ohio routes, according to 
the testimony. 

Towns and communities along both lines, Mr. Hicks said, 
would suffer if they were not merged, not only in an inferior 
service being provided but they would not be able to attract 
industries, particularly at the local points, unless assurance 
could be made to prospective industries that permanent and 
dependable railroad service would be available. The merger 
of these two lines should make possible a showing of that sort 
to industries seeking locations, said he. 


“Uncertainty as to the future of the railroad,’ said Mr. 
Hicks, ‘“‘retards the development of the territory dependent upon 
it. Other forms of transportation may be used extensively but 
in the eyes of permanent shippers good railroad transportation 
remains indispensable and if they cannot find it in one place 
they will go where they can find it.” 


The nature of the opposition of the Illinois Central system 
to the proposal was indicated by questions asked by E. A. 
Smith, general counsel of that company, in cross examination 
of Mr. Hicks. One of the questions asked by him was whether 
it was not the idea that the combined roads would obtain 
greater revenue by taking through business from others. Mr. 
Hicks said that greater revenue was expected because of the 
longer hauls the combined roads would obtain on some of the 
traffic. He added that there was also some hope that the 
amount of through business would increase. The longer hauls, 
it was indicated in the direct testimony, would result from 
the fact that the G. M. & N., in the event of the merger would 
be ne in the making of tariffs and the routing of 
traffic. 


In answer to a question by Mr. Smith, Mr. Hicks said the 
stockholders of the G. M. & N. had not been asked about the 
proposed merger. 


“Then you are asking the Commission to find that some- 
thing would be in the public interest which, later, the stock- 
holders might come to the conclusion was not in their private 
interest,”’ suggested Examiner Molster. In the colloquy which 
ensued Mr. Hicks suggested that the directors would not be 
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undertaking to do something which they could not accomplish, 
the answer being taken as meaning that while the stockholders 
had not passed on the matter those who had planned the merger 
had consulted stockholders informally. 

Mr. Smith endeavored, without success, to obtain from 
Mr. Hicks a statement as to which of the two railroads would 
be used as the main line for the routing of through freight 
and which would be used for local freight. Mr. Hicks said that 
those things had not been determined and would not be until 
after experiments had been made. Mr. Hicks denied that the 
G. M. & N. had thought of the merger to obtain more through 
traffic when it fould that its lumber traffic was disappearing, 
the merger talks having been begun in 1934. He said the 
realization that the lumber traffic was diminishing came in 
1926 and that ever since then the G. M. & N. had been consid- 
ering how to obtain more through traffic. 

In finishing his direct testimony Mr. Hicks had said he did 
not know of any objection on the part of the public to the 
proposed merger. Mr. Smith interrogatively suggested that 
that state of fact resulted from the public’s not knowing what 
was being proposed with regard to the use of the two lines. 

Examiner Molster asked whether the witness did not know 
of the opposition of the Illinois Central. J. N. Flowers, general 
counsel of the G. M. & N., suggested that the Illinois Central 
was not the public. Mr. Smith said that the Commission had 
held that a railroad was a part of the public. 

After Mr. Hicks had been on the stand for a day and a 
half he gave way for the testimony, out of order, of M. Barratt 
Walker, vice-president of the United States Fidelity and Guar- 
anty Co., in opposition to the proposed merger. 

Testimony in behalf of the merger was given by Miles C. 
Kennedy, an engineer, who made an inspection of the proper- 
ties of the two companies. Evidence of like character was 
given by J. S. Pyeatt, president of the Denver & Rio Grande 
Western, who qualified himself to express an opinion by enu- 
merating the railroad offices he had held and the work he had 
done largely in the southwest. He examined both railroads and 
expressed the opinion that the estimates of savings and addi- 
tional earnings that could be made by the two railroads were 
they united submitted by Mr. Hicks, were conservative. His 
view was that the merger was desirable. 

A petition of the Gulf, Mobile & Northern, the New Or- 
leans Great Northern and the Gulf, Mobile & Ohio asking the 
Commission to modify its plan for the consolidation of the 
railroads of the country into a limited number of systems, made 
in No. 12946, 159 I. C. C. 522, was put into the record. They 
asked the Commission to change its plan so as to permit the 
merger. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 


Finance No. 12370. Trustees of the Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul 
& Pacific ask authority to issue a promissory note of $1,184,000 to 
the Continental Illinois National Bank & Trust Co. of Chicago at 2 
per cent interest, payable in 8 installments of $148,000 each, the first 
June 1, 1939, and the last, February 27, 1941. The note is to be dated 
March 1, and is to retire an outstanding tax obligation. 

Finance No. 12368. Alabama & Western Florida, by its receiver 
John B. Glen, asks authority to abandon the line between Chipley and 
Greenhead, Fla., 19.25 miles, and abandon operation of the line be- 
tween Greenhead, and Southport, Fla., 18.75 miles. According to the 
application, abandonment is desired because of lack of revenue from 
operation. 

Finance No. 12369. John B. Glen, receiver of the Alabama & 
Western Florida, asks authority to issue and sell receiver’s cer- 
tificates of that railroad to settle, redeem or pay taxes and license 
tax which may be due. 

Finance No. 12367. Midland Valley asks authority to make an 
agreement with the holders of its adjustment series A and adjustment 
series B bonds for an extension of the maturity of those bonds from 
April 1, 1953, to April 1, 1963, and to enable applicant without creating 
a default in those bonds and without causing an accleration of the 
maturity thereof to extend and otherwise amend its first mortgage 
and deed of trust of April 1, 1913, and to create in substitution of its 
first mortgage a new mortgage prior in lien to that of the adjustment 
mortgage and the series A and B bonds secured thereby. As part of the 
proposed agreement with the series A and series B bondholders, says 
the application, is an agreement on the part of the applicant to reduce 
from $15,000,000 to $10,000,000 the aggregate principal amount in face 
value of bonds issued or to be issued under the present first mortgage 
and to limit to $10,000,000 the aggregate amount of bonds under any 
new mortgage created under authority contained in the agreement; 
and also an agreement on the part of the applicant to cancel $1,960,000 
of series A bonds and $1,121,000 of series B bonds now held in the 
applicants treasury. 

MC F-858. Cincinnati, Newport & Covington Railway Co., Coving- 
ton, Ky., asks authority to issue $87,500 of promissory notes and $258.- 
000 of income demand notes, to guarantee $19,500 of promissory notes 
and $4,000 of equipment obligations with a view to consummating 
agreements as authorized by the Commission in its orders in MC 
F-680, MC F-723, subject to approval of petition for modification dated 
March 24. 

MC F-859. Consolidated Freight Lines, Inc., Portland, Ore., asks 
authority to issue securities to provide working capital, to acquire 
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additional equipment as well as to improve present equipment, the 
securities consisting of notes given to various banks aggregating ap- 
proximately $300,000. 

Finance No. 12371. Bingham & Garfield Railway Co. asks authority 
to issue 10-year 2 per cent notes aggregating $1,000,000 to the Kenne- 
cott Copper Corporation which owns all the applicant’s capital stock. 
It asks authority to issue these notes in the course of the next five 
years. According to the application, the proceeds for the notes are 
to be used to refund existing indebtedness to the copper corporation 
and for the construction, completion, extension and improvement of 
present facilities, as well as additions thereto and betterments thereof. 

MC F-860. Ziffrin’s Overnite Express, Inc., Sheboygan, Wis., and 
Ziffrin Truck Lines, Inc., Indianapolis, Ind., ask authority to merge 
into Ziffrin Truck Lines, Inc. 

MC F-861. Northern Trails, Inc., Washington, D. C., asks au- 
thority to acquire the certificate and other assets of the estate of 
Safeway Lines, Inc., a bankrupt, and to operate those properties for 
180 days. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 

Report and order in No. MC F-459, Puget Sound Navigation Co., 
control, Olympic Peninsula Motor Freight Co., Inc., approving and 
authorizing, subject to conditions, acquisition by Puget Sound Navi- 
gation Co. of control of Alympic Peninsula Motor Freight Co., Inc., 
by purchase of stock. 

Consolidated report and order in No. MC F-49, Luther V. McEwing, 
control, Nevin Midland Lines, Nevin Transit, Inc., and Silver Dart 
Lines, Inc.; No. MC F-120, Safeway Lines, Inc. (Thad M. Talcott, Jr., 
trustee), control, Nevin Midland Lines, Nevin Transit, Inc., and Silver 
Dart Lines, Inc.; No. MC F-246, Safeway Lines, Inc. (Thad M. Talcott, 
Jr., trustee), purchase, Frank Martz Coach Co.; No. MC F-467, A. E. 
Greenleaf, control, Nevin Midland Lines, Nevin Transit, Inc., and Safe- 
way Trails, Inc.; and No. MC F-617, Nevin Midland Lines, merger, 
Nevin Transit, Inc., granting and denying authority as per the fol- 
lowing syllabi: 

1. Application of Luther B. McEwing for authority to acquire 
control of Nevin Midland Lines, Nevin Transit, Inc., and Silver Dart 
Lines, Inec., by purchase of capital stock, dismissed. 

2. Application of Safeway Lines, Inc. (Thad M. Talcott, Jr., trus- 
tee), for authority to acquire control of Nevin Midland Lines, Nevin 
Transit, Inc., and Silver Dart Lines, Inc., by purchase of capital stock, 
dismissed. 

3. Application of Safeway Lines, Inc. (Thad M. Talcott, Jr., trus- 
tee), for authority to purchase certain operating rights and property 
of Frank Martz Coach Co., Inc., denied. 

4. Acquisition by Aaron E. Greenleaf of control of Nevin Midland 
Lines, Nevin Transit, Inc., and Safeway Trails, Inc., by purchase of 
capital stock, approved and authorized, subject to conditions. 

5. Merger in Nevin Midland Lines of operating rights and property 
of Nevin Transit, Inc., approved and authorized. 

Supplemental report and order in No. MC F-546, United States 
Trucking Corporation, issuance of note, granting authority to United 
States Trucking Corporation to extend from April 2, 1939, to July 1, 
1939, the maturity of $620,000 of promissory notes. 


SIGNAL SYSTEMS 


The Pennsylvania; and Union Pacific have filed applications 
with the Commission for approval of proposed modification of 
signal systems or devices under paragraph (b), section 26 of 
the interstate commerce act. Any interested party desiring 
hearing should advise the Commission in writing within 15 
days from April 5. 

The Bessemer & Lake Erie; and Delaware & Hudson have 
filed applications with the Commission for approval of proposed 
modification of signal systems or devices under paragraph (b) 
section 26 of the interstate commerce act. Any interested party 
desiring hearing should advise the Commission in writing 
within 15 days from March 31. 

The Chicago & North Western has filed an application 
with the Commission for approval of proposed modification of 
signal systems or devices under paragraph (b) section 26 of 
the interstate commerce act. Any interested party desiring 
hearing should advise the Commission in writing within 15 
days from April 1. 

The Pennsylvania has filed an application with the Com- 
mission for approval of proposed modification of signal systems 
or devices under paragraph (b), section 26 of the interstate 
commerce act. Any interested party desiring hearing should 
advise the Commission in writing within 15 days from April 3. 

The Pennsylvania has filed an application with the Com- 
mission for approval of proposed modification of signal systems 
or devices under paragraph (b) section 26 of the interstate 
commerce act. Any interested party desiring hearing should 
advise the Commission in writing within 15 days from April 6. 


RAILROAD DEPRECIATION CHARGES 


In No. 15100, depreciation charges of steam railroad com- 
panies, the Commission has prescribed depreciation rates ap- 
plicable to the equipment of Ludington & Northern; Alameda 
Belt Line; Chicago Produce Terminal Co.; Coudersport & Port 
Allegany; Duluth, Missabe & Iron Range; Helena Southwest- 
ern; Live Oak, Perry & Gulf; Oregon Pacific & Eastern Paris 
& Mt. Pleasant; St. Louis & O’Fallon; Tennessee, Alabama & 
Georgia; and the Washington, Brandywine & Point Lookout. 


~< 
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Miscellaneous Decisions 
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REGULATION OF COMMON CARRIERS 


(Supreme Court of Alabama.) Where contract between 
truck owner and Tennessee Valley Authority provided for haul- 
ing of freight at a ton-mile rate and for filing of a written 
protest should contractor except to ruling of Authority under 
the contract which Authority could cancel on 10 days’ notice 
and contractor made no protest and acquiesced in action of 
Authority in refusing to pay contractor difference between frac- 
tion of a mile and whole mile and refusal to pay for mileage 
necessitated for procuring of weight tickets required by con- 
tract, contractor could not thereafter recover on such claims. 
(Roberson vs. Tennessee Valley Authority, 186 Sou. Rep. 727.) 

Provision of a contract between contractor and Tennessee 
Valley Authority for hauling of freight at a ton-mile rate that 
contractor should within ten days file written protest if he 
excepted to any ruling made by Authority with reference to 
the contract which could be canceled on ten days’ notice by the 
Authority necessitated as a condition precedent to the right of 
contractor to recover additional compensation, that written pro- 
test be filed.—Ibid. 

Where contract between truck owner and Tennessee Valley 
Authority provided for hauling of freight at a ton-mile rate, 
provision that if contractor excepted to ruling of Authority 
under contract written protest should be filed within ten days 
was reasonable and was not offensive to public policy.—Ibid. 


FREIGHT FORWARDING INQUIRY 


In view of their correcting of abuses that were the cause 
of No. 27365, freight forwarding investigation, thirteen railroads 
submit, in a petition for reconsideration and reargument, “there 
is no longer any occasion for the majority’s repeated expres- 
sions of hostility toward the forwarder method of handling 
merchandise traffic and its expressions in favor of direct han- 
dling of this traffic by the railroads.” 

Those expressions, it is further declared, “are without sup- 
port in the evidence which demonstrates on the contrary, that 
the forwarder method is lawful, economical and efficient and 
‘has better served the needs of the railroads and the public 
than any service which the railroads by their own direct action 
could establish.” In the circumstances, continues the brief, “ex- 
pressions such as these might lead to the belief that the ma- 
jority entertain a prejudice upon a question which, essentially, 
is not one of unlawfulness under the interstate commerce act, 
but is a most complex and difficult managerial problem.” 

Reopening for reargument the brief said, was requested 
“in order that the Commission’s further consideration of this 
important proceeding may be taken in the light of the new 
conditions created by the carriers’ acceptance of and com- 
pliance with virtually all the findings relating to specific prac- 
tices. . . A better opportunity for argument upon the funda- 
mental question should now be afforded.” The fundamental 
problem, it was asserted, was the forwarder system as a method 
of handling merchandise freight. 

“The majority’s condemnation of the forwarder method 
and its advocacy of direct handling of merchandise freight by 
the railroads are directly opposed to the evidence and should 
be stricken from the record,” says the brief. 

The railroads, parties to that brief are, the Ann Arbor, 
Central of New Jersey, Chesapeake & Ohio, Delaware & Hud- 
son, Lackawanna, Erie, New York Central, Illinois Central, 
Lehigh Valley, Nickel Plate, Pere Marquette, Reading and 
Wabash. 

The New York Central asks reargument and reconsidera- 
tion on the finding that it dominates and controls Universal 
Carloading & Distributing Co. to the end that the Commission 
may, “for the first time have the facts” fully presented in argu- 
ment. Because of limited time, the brief declared, no mention 
of the New York Central-Universal could be made at the former 
argument. 

The Baltimore & Ohio, Boston & Maine, the New Haven 
and the Pennsylvania ask for modification and clarification of 
findings and the order. They declare that in general their prac- 
tices have been in harmony with the Commission’s require- 
ments and that where they did not they were taking steps to 
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comply therewith. To that they said there was one exception 
and one apparent exception. The exception, they said, related 
to the Commission’s requirements respecting stoppage of cars 
in transit to complete loading or partly to unload. The ap- 
parent exception, they said, had to do with the requirement of 
publication in tariffs of the provisions of leases to shippers of 
space in freight stations. 

As to the first point, the brief declares the finding fails to 
distinguish between wholesome and unwholesome practices and 
the cause of unwholesomeness in the latter, and proceeds on 
unsound principles. As to the publication requirements, the 
brief says it should be specifically restricted to traffic in transit 
moving over the line of the lessor. 

Glenwood W. Rouse and William J. Walsh, attorneys for 
the Commission, have submitted a reply to the petition of the 
Chesapeake & Ohio, Pere Marquette and Erie for reargument. 
Their petition for reopening and reargument, according to the 
reply, attacks the finding that the carriers mentioned so con- 
trol and dominate the National Carloading Corporation as to 
make it a mere agency or instrumentality of the three, and 
that their relationship to the carloading corporation results in 
violations of sections 2 and 6 of the interstate commerce act. 

In answer thereto the Commission lawyers say a review of 
the petition fails to disclose any facts or contentions which have 
not already been placed before the Commission in brief and 
argument or which were not considered in its report. They 
declare that the petition should be denied. 


REVISED EXPRESS RATES 


The Railway Express Agency has called attention to the 
fact it will put into effect April 15 revised express rates au- 
thorized by the Commission in Ex Parte 126. 

The new schedules, which represent, it says, the first 
general change in the express rate structure since 1925, will 
provide downward adjustments in charges on packages, 21 
pounds or under, for all distances, and up to 50 pounds, for 
shorter distances, according to a statement by C. A. Frey, 
vice-president in charge of traffic of the express company. 
Simultaneously, slightly increased charges will be effected on 
shipments of heavier weight, according to Mr. Frey. 

While increases of 10 per cent would be made in first class 
rates by the hundred pounds less than $9, and 5 per cent on 
rates over that figure, according to the statement, the change 
in method of calculating the charges on express shipments 
weighing less than 100 pounds, would bring about a substantial 
number of reductions in the cost of forwarding of small pack- 
ages by express, under first and second class. 

“This ‘streamlining’ of express rates, as it has been called, 
is calculated to produce additional revenue for the agency, 
to offset increased costs of handling the business,” says the 
statement, which adds: 


New tariffs and other rate publications essential in calculating ex- 
press charges are now being distributed to offices and agents of the 
express company in 23,000 cities and towns throughout the country. 
Salesmen; commercial men and employes in contact with the public are 
being instructed regarding the introduction and explanation of the 
new rates. 

Substantial increases in traffic volume are expected to result from 
the lowering of the package rates, in many manufacturing and dis- 
tributing fields. At the same time, the small rate increases involved 
on heavier consignments, being approximately the same as recent in- 
creases of other carriers, are not expected to cause much diversion to 
cheaper mediums of shipping, because such shipments need the speed, 
dependability and protection in transit, which are characteristic of 
express service. 


NEW YORK HARBOR CASE 


In asking permission, which has been granted, to inter- 
vene in No. 28204, State of New Jersey vs. Baltimore & Ohio 
et al., the state of New York and the chamber of commerce 
of that state discuss the merits of the controversy to a small 
extent. 

The state of New York said that in asking the Commis- 
sion to require lower rates to points on the New Jersey side 
of the New York harbor, the complaint asked for destruction of 
the long existing freight unity of the New York harbor area. 
It pointed out that on the basis of that arrangement the 
commerce of the port had developed and that the Commission 
had approved it in New York Harbor Case, 47 I. C. C. 643, 
and in the Lighterage Cases, 203 I. C. C. 481. The state, its 
petition said, had an interest in preserving and fostering the 
commerce of the port and of the New York side of that port. 
It said it desired to intervene to oppose the prayer of the com- 
plainant and to protect the interest and welfare of its citizens 
and of the state as a whole and of the port of New York. 
The state said it was committed by its ratification and ap- 
provals of the compact with the state of New Jersey providing 
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for the creation of the Port of New York Authority to the 
proposition and principle that the Port of New York area as 
a whole, included both sides of the port, constituted an eco- 
nomic and industrial unit and should be maintained and de- 
veloped as such in the matter of long haul freight rates as 
well as in other regards. 

“Despite the fact that the state of New Jersey by its com- 
plaint seeks to disrupt the unity of the port in the matter of 
railroad freight rates and thereby is attempting to initiate 
action contrary to the letter and spirit of the aforesaid com- 
pact,” says the state’s petition, “the state of New York proposes 
to adhere to both the letter and spirit of that compact and for 
that purpose seeks to intervene in this proceeding.” 

The state chamber of commerce alleged that the changes 
in the freight rate adjustment apparently sought by complain- 
ant would cause great and irreparable injury to its members 
whose business had been built up, whose property had been 
invested, and who had undertaken projects in reliance on the 
present freight rate adjustments which had long been in effect 
and which the Commission had approved in the cases men- 
tioned in the state’s petition. The state shamber also alleged 
the freight rate adjustment apparently sought by the com- 
plainant would be contrary to the spirit if not the letter of 
the compact between New Jersey and New York for the 
creation of the Port of New York Authority. 


TENNESSEE RAILROAD CO. BONDS 


The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 12161, Ten- 
nessee Railroad Co. bonds, has dismissed the application of 
that company for authority to issue $200,000 of first-mortgage 
15-year bonds, series A. The dismissal was made on request 
of the applicant. 





U. P. ABANDONMENT 

A recommendation that the Commission, division 4, permit 
abandonment by the Union Pacific of its Grass Creek branch, 
extending from Grass Creek Junction to Grass Creek, Utah, 
approximately 5.59 miles, together with less than one-half mile 
of track serving a coal mine tipple at the end of the branch, 
has been made by Examiner R. Romero in a proposed report in 
Finance No. 12140. The report pointed out that the branch 
had not been operated at a profit, and that a coal mine was 
the only industry dependent on the branch for transportation. 





LONG ISLAND ABANDONMENT 


The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 12101, Long 
Island abandonment, has permitted abandonment by that com- 
pany of its branch extending from Bridgehampton to Sag Har- 
bor, N. Y., approximately 4.39 miles. The applicant is con- 
trolled through stock ownership by the Pennsylvania. Opera- 
tions on the branch resulted in net deficits of $15,758, $18,803 
and $18,256 for the years 1935, 1936 and 1937, respectively, 
said the report. 


N. Y. O. & W. REORGANIZATION 


With a view to making possible settlement of problems of 
anthracite coal operators on the New York, Ontario & Western, 
the Commission, division 4, has postponed a hearing in Finance 
No. 11662, New York, Ontario & Western reorganization, from 
April 18 to September 19. Postponement was made on petition 
of the president and trustee of the carrier, suggesting the set- 
tlement of the hard coal problems in that period. Postpone- 
ment was also suggested by a group of bondholders represent- 
ing about 40 per cent of outstanding securities. 

The hearing is to be held by Examiner R. H. Jewell. He 
was assigned to hear the case April 18. 


PIPE LINE VALUATIONS 


In valuation docket No. 1238, Pure Transportation Co., the 
Commission, by division 1, has tentatively found the final value, 
for rate-making purposes, as of December 31, 1934, of the prop- 
erty of that company owned and used for common carrier 
purposes to be $5,770,000; owned and used for other purposes 
than those of a common carrier, $200,000; owned but not used, 
$892,000, and used for common carrier purposes, but not owned, 
leased for Gulf Pipe Line Co. of Oklahoma, Pure Oil Co. and 
other private parties, $16,363. 


OUTSTANDING ORDERS VACATION 

The Commission has vacated outstanding orders in dockets 
Nos. 12798, 13991, 14048, 14171, 14404, 14940, 15027, 15239, 15378, 
15790, 15974, 15975, 15975, Sub. No. 1, 15986, 16764 and 16774. 
Parties were cited to show cause on or before December 7, 
1938, why the orders should not be vacated and set aside so far 
as they required the continued observance and maintenance of 
rates, ratings, charges, routes, rules, regulations or practices. 
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At the same time, the Commission said that a return had been 
filed in No. 13494 by the Columbus (Ga.) Freight Bureau ask- 
ing for the continuance thereof, combined with a petition ask- 
ing that it institute a further investigation, on its own motion, 
into the class rates affecting southern territory, particularly 
those by water and rail, alleging that the present rates result- 
ing from No. 13494, Southern Class Rate Investigation, 100 I. 
C. C. 513, 108 L. C. C. 300, 112 L. C. C. 200 and 128 L. C. C. 567, 
were unduly prejudicial to Columbus, Ga., and unduly prefer- 
ential of Atlanta, Ga. 





STORAGE IN TRANSIT AT NEW YORK 


Its three members all voting the same way, the Commis- 
sion by division 2, refused to suspend rail tariffs making big 
percentage increases in charges for storage in transit at New 
York and they became effective April 1. The railroads them- 
selves asked for suspension of their tariffs which they said had 
to be filed before they could complete a study as to the level 
of charges which should be imposed in compliance with the 
requirements of the Commission’s decision in Ex Parte 104, 
at storage at the port of New York. (See Traffic World, 

pril 1. 

It is suspected that when the carriers come to a conclusion 
as to the charges they should impose will be a fight about 
the tariffs they file. That idea is based on the fact that while 
the railroads indicated in their request for suspension they 
deemed the charges proposed by them, chiefly on wood pulp, 
china clay and crude rubber the same as other traffic, were 
too high, commercial warehouse interests contended they were 
still too low to be compensatory. 


PAN AMERICAN AIRWAY HEARINGS 


The Civil Aeronautics Authority has consolidated all hear- 
ings with relation to Pan American Airways’ Atlantic services 
and set them for joint presentation on April 10. The Authority 
said it would hear evidence on the company’s application for a 
certificate for the service from the United States to Europe; for 
the adjudication of rates for the carriage of United States 
mail on the European service; and for the adjudication of rates 
for the carriage of mail on the company’s service from the 
United States to Bermuda. The hearings on the first two 
applications had been set for April 3, and the Bermuda mail 
rate application has now been consolidated with these in the 
interest of expeditious handling, said the Authority. 


AIR TRAFFIC 


February traffic figures for the scheduled airlines in the 
United States, according to the Civil Aeronautics Authority, 
continued to show a gratifying increase in all respect over the - 
corresponding month of 1938. Due to the shorter month and 
other factors, however, the February, 1939, figures were slightly 
below those for January. 

The lines carried 72,496 revenue passengers in February, 
or 26 per cent more than in February, 1938. The largest in- 
crease over February of last year was in pounds of express 
carried, which rose 34 per cent from 421,326, the total for Feb- 
ruary having been 564,928 pounds. 


RAIL WAGE STATISTICS 


Class I steam railways, excluding switching and terminal 
companies, reported a total of 931,849 employes as of the mid- 
dle of January, 1939, and total compensation for that month 
of $148,350,333, according to the Commission’s monthly state- 
ment of wage statistics of steam railways, prepared by its 
Bureau of Statistics from carrier reports. The employment 
was 27,542 or 2.87 per cent less than the number reported for 
January, 1938. The total number of hours paid for was .19 
per cent less and the total compensation .07 per cent greater 
in January, 1939, than in January, 1938. The index of railway 
employment, adjusted for season, had risen for the seventh 
consecutive month, said the bureau. 

Compensation for “time paid for but not worked” for the 
month of January was reported as follows: Executives, officials 
and staff assistants, $22,088; professional, clerical and general, 
$785,574; maintenance of way and structures, $39,706; main- 
tenance of equipment and stores, $476,219; transportation (other 
than train, engine and yard), $83,816, and transportation (yard- 
masters, switch tenders and hostlers), $45,796. 

In the train and engine service compensation was reported 
as follows: Straight time actually worked, $31,718,396; straight 
time paid for, $39,235,417; overtime paid for, $2,529,311; con- 
structive allowances, $998,308; total, $42,763,036. Miles actually 
ae — 372,432,421, and miles paid for but not run totaled 
41,290,883. 
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PROPOSED TRANSPORTATION ACT 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Centering attention on S. 2009, the Wheeler-Truman bill 
amending and codifying the interstate commerce act, the Sen- 
ate interstate commerce committee began hearings April 3 on 
proposed transportation legislation. 

Chairman Wheeler, presiding, said the measures relating 
to reorganization of railroads, holding companies and control 
of expenditures of railroads, also were included in the hearing, 
as were also other bills that had been introduced, such as that 
of Senator Reed, of Kansas, for reorganization of the Com- 
mission and amendment of the interstate commerce act; but 
he directed particular attention to S. 2009. 

Members of the committee present at one time or another 
were, in addition to the chairman, Senators Andrews, Barkley, 
Austin, Johnson of Colorado, Shipstead, Reed, Hill, Neely, 
Gurney, Schwartz, Minton and Stewart. 

The hearing was begun in the large chamber in the Sen- 
ate office building called the “caucus” room, but except for 
those directly interested in the subject there were few “out- 
siders” present. 


Testimony of the first two witnesses—Carl R. Gray and 
George M. Harrison, members of the President’s committee 
of six—indicated that the testimony would be much the same 
as that given before the House committee on interstate and 
foreign commerce. These witnesses addressed themselves to 
the recommendations of the committee-of-six as they had be- 
fore the House committee which closed its hearings last week. 


Senator White asked that a statement be prepared showing 
what had been taken from and added to the act in the codifi- 
cation proposed in S. 2009 and Senator Wheeler said he had 
asked a representative of the Commission to prepare such a 
statement. 


When Mr. Gray was speaking of subjecting all agencies of 
transportation to regulation, Senator Stewart inquired if that 
meant rates of all were to be the same. Senator Wheeler said 
that was not the purpose and pointed out that the declaration 
of policy in S. 2009 provided that the inherent advantages of 
each form of transportation should be preserved. There was 


no purpose to raise water rates to the level of rail rates, he 
said. 


Mr. Gray indicated that it would be agreeable to him to 
have the Commission make the study of transportation agencies 
proposed in the Wheeler-Truman bill if the committee-of-six 
recommendation that a transportation board be set up for 
that purpose were not adopted. Mr. Harrison, however, wanted 
the study made by an independent board. He felt that the 
Commission was prejudiced with respect to being in favor 
of shrinking the railroad plant. 

Senator Wheeler thought that, under the committee-of-six 
proposal, there would be two huge boards, each jealous of the 
other, and each seeking to expand itself. 

As to the proposed transportation board with the duties 
relating to control of certificates, etc., Mr. Gray said it should 
not be controlled by a majority of the Commission. 


Fourth Section 


Senator Wheeler expressed the opinion that, if repeal of 
the long-and-short-haul clause were included in the proposed 
legislation, there would be no transportation bill passed at 
this session. Mr. Gray agreed that, if water carriers were 
regulated as proposed, much of the argument for repeal 
of the clause would be removed. He thought, however, that 
the fourth section should be applied to all carriers as proposed 
in S. 2009 if it were retained in the law. 

When Senator Austin inquired if it were not a fact that 
the “very lives” of some railroads depended on repeal of the 
fourth section, Mr. Gray said he wished he could go that far 
but could not conscientiously. The senator indicated one rail- 
road had written him that that was its situation. That might 
be true, said Mr. Gray, but Senator Wheeler did not see how 
it could possibly be true. 


Senator Shipstead asked Mr. Gray if it was the purpose 
of the recommendations of the committee-of-six to protect 
the investment of all carriers. To the extent that the invest- 
ment should be protected, said Mr. Gray. The proposed inves- 
tigation of all agencies would bring out that, he added. He 
made the point that it was necessary that capital be attracted 
to all agencies of transportation and referred to the necessity 
for adequate rail transportation as part of the national defense. 
If capital were not attracted to the industry, said he, there 
would be a decaying transportation system and that would be 
the most serious thing that could happen to the country. No 
war could be won by the U. S. without an adequate system 
of railroad transportation, said he. 
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Railroad expenses had gone up in recent years, said Mr. 
Gray, mentioning costs of supplies, taxes, and, when asked by 
Senator Reed, he said wages had been “slightly increased.” 

Mr. Gray said the railroads were not employing the labor 
they wished to or should and that, as a result, more traffic 
was being carried with fewer men. 


Consolidations 


Urging repeal of the requirement that the Commiss‘on have 
a plan for the consolidation of railroads, Mr. Gray said the 
greatest relief with respect to economies would come through 
consolidation—a process that had gone on in the past but which 
had been halted by the anti-trust laws and the plan requirement. 

In voicing opposition to the Commission having control over 
the size of the transportation plant, Mr. Harrison said it was 
“economic nonsense” to shrink the railroad plant with the huge 
investment therein and permit other forms of transportation 
to expand. Why not find a way of using that investment rather 
than permitting other forms to expand, he asked. Labor had 
a tremendous stake in that matter and it believed that the Com- 
mission was definitely prejudiced on the point of shrinking the 
railroad plant as a remedy for the situation confronting the 
railroads. 

Senator Wheeler indicated disagreement with the Harrison 
view and said it would be a backward step to set up a separate 
board as proposed by the committee of six to have jurisdiction 
over certificates, etc. 

Mr. Harrison thought it would be a waste of time to have 
the Commission investigate and report on the various agencies 
of transportation as proposed by Senators Wheeler and Truman 
in their bill. All that would result, said he, would be a rewrit- 
ing of existing reports of the I. C. C. A new tribunal was 
needed, he asserted. 

In a discussion of water transportation, Senator Wheeler 
and Mr. Harrison agreed that the benefit of lower rates on the 
waterways was not passed on to the consumer—that the con- 
sumer paid on the basis of the rail rates. Also, said Mr. Harri- 
son, he had recently bought an automobile on which he paid 
rail freight charges though the car was shipped by highway at 
a saving under the ra'l rate. 

Senator Shipstead indicated he did not agree fully with 
that viewpoint but Senator Reed, referring to transportation 
of wheat via the Missouri River, said the grower of the wheat 
never obtained an additional cent because of the lower water 
rate. 


Senator Shipstead thought what had been said was true 
with respect to private carriers on the waterways but he did 
not think it was with respect to common carriers. Senator 
Wheeler and Mr. Harrison, however, did not agree to that. 


Mr. Harrison spoke of highway transportation being sub- 
sidized, though to not-so great an extent as water transporta- 
tion, and in that connection asserted that Coordinator Eastman’s 
subsidy report, not yet made public, was to the effect that high- 
way transportation was not subsidized. 


“No Political Board”—Wheeler 


In discussion of the proposed investigation of the various 
agencies of transportation, Chairman Wheeler thought the in- 
vestigation should be made by a body with no political affilia- 
tions. Some outstanding patriotic citizens, he indicated, would 
be doing something worth while if they would provide for such 
an investigation without salaries for them. If a board were 
appointed in the usual way, there would be politicians on it and 
the findings, he indicated, would not be worth much. 

Mr. Harrison regarded as most important the proposed in- 
vestigation to the end that a “fair field and no favor” might 
eventually be provided for all agencies of transportation. At- 
tacking the subsidy problem, he indicated, was most important. 
Then he urged regulation of all agencies and control of facilities, 
provision for consolidation in the public interest with protection 
for railroad labor, and reorganization of railroads. 


Consolidation where shown to be in the public interest and 
not coordination of facilities was the practical way of effecting 
savings, according to Mr. Harrison. 


After Senator Reed had stated all wanted to protect labor 
affected by consolidations, Senator Wheeler said consolidations 
would be difficult to bring about because of opposition of com- 
munities. Mr. Harrison, saying he did not apologize for seeking 
to protect jobs of railroad men, said labor stirred up opposition 
in communities to proposed consolidations. 


A better balanced financial structure of railroads should be 
worked out so that railroads would be able to meet fixed charges 
at all times, said Mr. Harrison. Enactment of the committee- 
of-six rate-making rule was urged by him. Referring to wages, 
he said the average hourly rate of railroad employes was 73 








PAGE 792 


cents and that the railroads ranked twenty-first in the average 
hourly wages paid. 


Reorganization Bill Next 


Chairman Wheeler said April 5 that the hearings on S. 2009 
would be concluded this week or the first part of next week. 
He wanted to end the hearings this week if he could. He 
asked the water carriers to have their views presented by 
one or two witnesses. A lot of witnesses for the purpose of 
delaying action were not wanted, said he, adding that that 
would not be permitted. He said the bill would be reported 
as soon as possible. Morning and afternoon sessions of the 
committee were held. The Wheeler-Truman railroad reorgani- 
zation bill will be taken up specifically after the hearings on 
S. 2009 have been concluded but the exact date has not been 
fixed. 

Senator Reed, of Kansas, said S. 2009, while not going far 
enough, in his opinion, was a step in the right direction and 
that he would do all he could to help Senator Wheeler put it 
through the Senate. 

Fletcher on Stand 


R. V. Fletcher, general counsel of the Association of Amer- 
ican Railroads, was heard April 5. He appeared for the Class 
I railroads primarily, he said, and “after a fashion” for the 
committee of six, whose recommendations, he pointed out, had 
been approved by the A. A. R. board of directors. 

His purpose, said Mr. Fletcher, was to point out what had 
been done in S. 2009 as compared with the present law. 

S. 2009, he said, dealt only with regulation—it did not cover 
the entire field—but it did deal comprehensively with equality 
of regulation. 

In answer to Chairman Wheeler Mr. Fletcher said that 
where language in existing law had been construed by the 
Supreme Court no changes had been made in the so-called 
codification of parts I and II of the interstate commerce act. 

Mr. Fletcher said the objective was to regulate all agencies 
of transportation to the same extent when the nature of the 
particular kind of transportation permitted but pointed out, for 
instance, that provisions obviously applicable only to railroad 
operations were not made applicable to other agencies of trans- 
portation. 

He had proceeded on the assumption, said Mr. Fletcher, 
that there was no hope that the railroads would be relieved 
of regulation and therefore regulation should be applied to all 
carriers. That was the theory of S. 2009, said he. 

There were some things in S. 2009 he did not like and some 
things he desired had been omitted from the bill, continued he. 


Declaration of Policy 


The declaration of policy in the bill was presented as em- 
bodying a serious matter. Mr. Fletcher pointed out that, with 
the exception of the brief reference to rail transportation in 
section 500 of the transportation act, Congress had not made a 
declaration of policy for the railroads while it had with respect 
to air, highway and water carriers in the merchant marine, 
motor carrier and aeronautics acts. He said the Civil Aero- 
nautics Authority had urged use of air lines and that he had 
written a friend on the I. C. C. suggesting it would be pleasing 
to the railroads if the I. C. C. would urge use of rail passenger 
service. He said, of course, that the aeronautics authority was 
acting under the directions of the act creating it in urging use 
of air lines. 

The so-called Wheeler-Ramspeck or Eastman water car- 
rier regulation bill had been woven into the proposed act. No 
changes had been made in existing law except where changes 
in law had been recommended by the committee of six and 
accepted by Chairman Wheeler, said he. 

Mr. Fletcher did not think the bill represented precisely 
the codifying process. An effort had been made to eliminate 
repetition in the rail and motor carrier acts in weaving in the 
water carrier regulation provisions, said he; for instance, one 
clause as to tariffs would apply to all carriers. There was un- 
necessary repetition in the rail act resulting from various 
amendments and this had been avoided in restating provisions, 
said he. 

The requirement of paragraph (1) of section 6 of the in- 
terstate commerce act, said he, that copies of tariffs be posted 
in two public places in every station, had been eliminated as 
obsolete because nobody paid any attention to it. 

The bill contains a provision authorizing the Commission 
to exempt from regulation contract carriers by water not in 
competition wit&,common carriers by water and with carriers 
by railroad or motor vehicle, according to the witness. 

A change had been made in the motor carrier act to pre- 
serve the effect of the Commission in the Scott Brothers case, 
that is, exclusion from part II of the act of motor transfer 
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or terminal operations performed by or for railroads, it was 
explained. 


Rail Ownership of Vessels 


The Panama Canal act forbidding railroad ownership of 
vessels, with exceptions, had been put into S. 2009, said Mr. 
Fletcher, though he thought it should be repealed. Barring the 
railroads from the Great Lakes, for instance, he said, had not 
replaced rail vessel operations with other operations and harm 
had been done by that act. He recalled that before the passage 
of the Panama Canal act the harbor at Chicago was filled with 
rail-owned vessels but after they had been barred they were 
not replaced by others. 

Another change made in the motor carrier act, he ex- 
plained, was that giving the Commission authority to require 
contract carriers to file complete and exact copies of every 
contract, including actual charges, whereas the motor carrier 
act requires only the filing of copies of contracts containing 
minimum charges. 

The pooling provisions of the interstate commerce act were 
not changed by S. 2009, said Mr. Fletcher, who favored such 
treatment of that matter, contending that pooling should not 
be something which could be compelled by the Commission. 
Senator Reed disagreed with that view. He thought the 
trouble with the railroad situation was that rail officials wanted 
to hold on to special advantages they had acquired and were 
not willing to let go in the interest of the public as a whole. 
That was the biggest error in the approach of the railroads 
to the problem, he thought. Mr. Fletcher did not think the 
point had been reached where such altruism and self-sacrifice 
should be required. 


Commodities Clause 


Discussion as to the meaning of the commodities clause 
in S. 2009 developed a difference of opinion as to whether it 
would bar the Elgin, Joliet and Eastern from carrying prod- 
ucts of other companies controlled by the U. S. Steel Corpora- 
tion, as the Commission contended the present law provided 
but which the Supreme Court said did not. Senator Wheeler 
indicated doubt as to the effect of the provision in S. 2009 
while Senator Reed thought it would apply to carriers sit- 
uated as the E. J. & E. It is understood that the person who 
wrote the revised clause intended it to apply to carriers such 
as the E. J. & E. 

Mr. Fletcher said that a member of the House committee 
had raised question as to the phrase “any carrier’ in the 
commodities clause, the point being that it might be held that 
the words included private carriers. He said that was not in- 
tended, but that to make it clear the words “common or con- 
tract” should be inserted before carrier. Senator Wheeler 
said there was no objection to that. 

In continuing his explanation of the bill, Mr. Fletcher said 
with respect to liability for loss and damage, contained in 
section 18, no changes had been made in present law, but Sen- 
ator Reed pointed out that the time for filing of claims had 
been reduced from nine to six months, and the time for in- 
stitution of suits from two years to one year, such period for 
institution of suits to be computed from the day when notice 
in writing was given by the carrier to the claimant that the 
carrier had disallowed the claim or any part or parts thereof 
specified in the notice. 


Reed Protests 


Senator Reed said that changes so sweeping should not 
be made without shippers being put on notice. These were 
basic provisions he contended and proposals to change them 
should not be made without having before the committee 
what the bill did with respect to changing existing law. 

Mr. Fletcher said he wished to apologize for not calling 
attention to the changes referred to by Mr. Reed. The sen- 
ator said he was not suggesting the omission was intentional 
on Mr. Fletcher’s part. 

With respect to section 19 of the bill, dealing with ac- 
counts, records, reports, etc., it was pointed out that existing 
law had been amended to provide that the Commission should 
have authority to inquire into the management of the business 
of all carriers “and of all controlling persons and affiliates to 
the extent that the business of such controlling persons and 
affiliates is related to the control or management of the busi- 
ness of one or more carriers, and the Commission shall keep 
itself informed as to the manner and method in which the 
same is conducted, and shall have the right to obtain from 
such carriers, controlling persons, and affiliates such informa- 
tion as the Commission deems necessary to carry out the pro- 
visions of this act, and to perform the duties and to carry out 
the objects for which it was created.” 

; Mr. Fletcher believed the foregoing should not be included 
in the bill as it might be dealt with more fittingly in some of 
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the other Wheeler bills, but Senator Wheeler thought the pro- 
visions were in the right place. 

In section 20 of the bill, covering damages for violation 
of act, Mr. Fletcher urged that instead of the words “the full 
amount of damages” the words “actual pecuniary loss” should 
be substituted. 

With respect to section 21, relating to remedies, he pointed 
out that parts had been taken from sections 2 and 3 of the 
Elkins act because it was thought better draftsmanship to bring 
the parts of the Elkins act into this part of the interstate 
commerce act. 

Again Senator Reed said it was awfully hard to find out 
just what had been done to existing law by the bill and asked 
again for a comparative statement. Chairman Wheeler said he 
had asked for such a statement from the expert of the I. C. C. 
who had aided in preparing the bill and that it was almost an 
impossible task to prepare such a statement in a short period 
of time. The senator said he could ask the I. C. C. expert to 
point out the changes. 

When it was pointed out that changes in the periods of 
limitation had been made in existing law by section 22 of the 
bill, Senator Reed said he was going to withdraw his statement 
made earlier in the day that he would assist Senator Wheeler 
to get the bill passed. His point was that he could not support 
the bill unless the changes were going to be shown plainly. 
When Mr. Fletcher remarked that he was trying to point out 
the changes, Senator Reed retorted that he could not expect 
people to read his remarks. He contended, in effect, that the 
public was entitled to a clear statement of all changes proposed. 

Mr. Fletcher pointed out with respect to section 23 that 
provision was made that the Commission should assign its 
work, business, or functions to divisions according to the nature 
of the work, business or functions and not according to the 
kind or class of carriers or brokers subject to regulation or 
the form or mode of transportation. The object, he explained, 
was to prevent the creation of divisions by classes of carriers 
which would become partisans in the administration of the act. 
Senator White said there was a question in his mind whether 


there should not be statutory divisions and statutory assignment 
of duties. 


It was also pointed out that the bill provided for intervention 
by employes of a carrier duly designated as such for the purpose 
of collective bargaining as to wages, hours and other condi- 
tions of employment, in proceedings before the Commission 
affecting such employes. Mr. Fletcher said employes were 
permitted to intervene now but that the employes wanted this 
provision in the law. 

In discussion of provisions relating to establishment of 
through routes and joint rates of divisions, Mr. Fletcher, ap- 
parently referring to the situation growing out of adoption by 
the board of the A. A. R. of the resolution against railroads 
agreeing to through routes and joint rates with motor carriers 
where such agreements would result in invasion of another 
railroad’s territory, suggested that the making of such through 
routes and joint rates should be prohibited. 


_ When Mr. Fletcher brought up the proposal of the com- 
mittee of six to increase the power of the I. C. C. over state 
rates, as carried in the committee of six bill, H. R. 4862, there 
was considerable discussion. Senator Wheeler suggested that 
if such a proposal were written in S. 2009, every state com- 
mission would protest. In answer to questions, Mr. Fletcher 
said that any order made by the Commission under the com- 
mittee of six proposal would be subject to attack in the courts. 

__ Mr. Fletcher pointed out that section 29 of S. 2009 dealing 
with the power of the Commission over state rates was made 
to apply to all forms of transportation and that this was a 
change in existing law because there was no provision now for 
the treatment of intrastate motor rates but he had no doubt 


the Commission possessed the power to deal with such rates 
under the Shreveport doctrine. 


Section 30 of the bill, making the existing rate-making rule 
of section 15a apply to all carriers subject to the act, and the 
proposal of the committee of six for a new rule of rate-making 
were discussed at length, the discussion centering on the rail- 
road contention that in the rule, now the provision that the 
Commission shall consider the effect of rates on the movement 
of traffic had been used by the Commission to usurp managerial 
functions of the carriers. 

When Mr. Fletcher made that argument Chairman Wheeler 
countered with the suggestion that in the declaration of policy 
in the bill—which he said Mr. Fletcher favored—there were 
directions with respect to preserving and fostering trans- 
portation and that these had to do with managerial functions, in 
a sense. 

Reference by Mr. Fletcher to the Commission requiring a 
2-cent passenger fare to be established when the carriers wanted 
a fare of 2% cents led Chairman Wheeler to assert that in that 
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instance the judgment of the Commission that the carriers 
would get more traffic at the lower rate had been proved to be 
better than the judgment of the carriers. Mr. Fletcher con- 
tended in effect it made no difference what the result was— 
that there had been interference with a managerial function. 


Rail Executives Criticized 


Chairman Wheeler remarked that there were objectionable 
practices the railroad executives themselves would not cure 
and that the Commission had been blamed because it did not 
do something about such matters. 

There were innumerable instances in which the railroad 
transportation system was being broken down, said the chair- 
man, but the railroad executives didn’t do a “damn” thing 
about it. 

The chairman spoke of the movement of traffic from New 
York to Norfolk by boat and thence to Chicago by rail as an 
example of transportation of which he did not approve. Mr. 
Fletcher believed the country wanted competition even where 
it was not so economical—he did not think the nation had 
reached the point where it wished the Commission to say that 
a shipment had to move by the cheapest route. 

Mr. Fletcher said there was a distinction between regula- 
tion and control and argued that control was exercised when 
the Commission would not permit the carriers to say what 
their traffic policy should be so long as rates charged were 
not unreasonable or discriminatory. 

When Mr. Fletcher submitted the committee-of-six rate- 
making rule with its reference to investors, Chairman Wheeler 
again contended that a direction to protect investors in con- 
nection with rate-making was in the managerial field. Mr. 
Fletcher spoke of negotiations between the railroads and rep- 
resentatives of the National Industrial Traffic League looking 
to an agreement on a rule of rate-making. No agreement had 
yet been reached, he said. 

Mr. Fletcher said personally he would rather see nothing 
in the law on a rate-making rule than have the present rule. 

A statement would be submitted, he said, showing changes 
proposed by S. 2009 in existing and which he believed would 
satisfy Senator Reed who had demanded that such an explana- 
tion be made. 

The valuation provisions of the present act were written 
in the bill with no changes, said Mr. Fletcher, it having been 
decided there was no reason why they should be applied to 
others than the railroads. 

It was also pointed out that separate sections were written 
to cover different agencies of transportation with respect to 
permits and certificates of public convenience and necessity, 
rather than have one section apply to all, because of differ- 
ences in conditions. 

Railroad labor, it was brought out, objected to a provision 
in section 49 of the bill, “unification of carriers,’ authorizing the 
Commission to approve transactions without hearing. It was 
desired, it was stated, that this power at least should be 
limited to transactions as to which there was no controversy 
and Mr. Fletcher suggested that the provision might be omitted 
entirely. 


Mr. Fletcher explained changes made by section 49 in 
the existing unification provisions of the law. There was a 
provision, he said, to add to the corporate power of a railroad 
company to get around state charter or state law restrictions 
that would prevent unifications, etc. 


Section 51, it was explained, contained the penalties, 
applicable to all carriers, and as compared with existing penal- 
ties, there had been reductions made because it was not thought 
fair to apply penalties to motor carriers, for instance, as severe 
as had been applied to the railroads. Senator Wheeler did not 
think the amount of the penalty for violation of the law was so 
important anyway. , as ; 

Referring to section 52 of the bill, providing for investiga- 
tion by the Commission of the various modes of transporta- 
tion, Mr. Fletcher suggested that provision might be made for 
appointment of an investigating board by the Commission. 


Truckers Opposed 


In general, J. V. Lawrence, general manager of the Amer- 
ican Trucking Associations, Inc., opposed S. 2009 because the 
trucking industry, he indicated, desired to remain under the 
motor carrier act as it was now and to remain under the ad- 
ministration of that act by division 5 of the Commission and the 
Commission under the present set-up. 

His contention was that with forty or fifty thousand motor 
carriers beginning to understand what the motor carrier act 
and the regulations of the Commission were all about, it would 
cause great confusion and motor carrier regulation would be 
scrambled for years to come if the rewriting of the interstate 
commerce act as proposed in S. 2009 became law. 
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at PHILADELPHIA Eleven mammoth warehouses 
_ . . 2,100,000 square feet . . . located at all key centers ... 
each served by Pennsylvania R. R. sidings and other carriers. 
Modern steel-and-concrete construction with sprinkler 
systems. Low insurance rates. Every convenience for prompt 
and efficient handling of merchandise of all kinds. Liberal 
allowance on stored goods. Special facilities for warehousing 
flour, wool, cotton and canned and packaged freight. 
MERCHANTS WAREHOUSE COMPANY 


10 Chestnut Street, Philadelphia, Pa. George M. Richardson, Vice-President 


a 





at BOSTON A _200.000-sq. ft., seven-story, fireproof 
building of masonry construction in the heart of downtown 
Boston. fitted with whips, elevators and other modern equip- 
ment. Solid fire partitions divide the structure into four 
sections, securing a very low insurance rating, Served by 
the Union Freight R. R. Flat Boston rates applicable to and 
from warehouse. Large, open truck area. A. D. T. Service. 
MERCHANTS WAREHOUSE COMPANY 
453 Commercial Street, Boston, Mass. T. W. Haskell, Manager 
at NORTH BILLERICA, MASS, In-transit ware- 
Louse on Boston & Maine R. R. at No. Billerica, Mass. In- 
transit charges (recently reduced) in effect on_ traffic 
ex-water. Boston or New York for many N. E., C. F. A., 
and Trunk Line destinations. 


BOSTON TIDEWATER TERMINAL, INC. 


348 Summer Street, Boston, Mass. T. W. Haskell, Manager 


at NORFOLK Over a mile of dockage eliminates loading 
and unloading delays. Eight railroads provide direct rout- 
ing to any point. Loading and unloading are completed un- 
der cover. Eight modern warehouses . . . 2,200,000 sq. i. 6a 
provide every convenience for the safe, prompt handling of 
merchandise of all kinds. An efficient organization assures 
capable management of shipments entrusted to our care. 


NORFOLK TIDEWATER TERMINALS 
Norfolk, Va. 
James A. Moore, Vice-President and General Manager 
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: we ee 2 
at BUFFALO Served by all railroads, suburban truck- 
ing companies, Great Lakes steamers and New York barge 
canal lines . . . with all loading and unloading under cover. 
Capacity, fifty cars per day. Modern construction and 
equipment. Exceptional facilities for handling goods of all 
kinds. Every service of a branch office except selling. 


KEYSTONE WAREHOUSE COMPANY 


Seneca and Hamburg Streets, Buffalo, N. Y. 
W’. J. Bishop, Vice-President and General Manager 


Se. Sa 


at the PORT of NEWARK A marginal wharf 3800 
lineal feet in length and 82 feet wide on a ship channel hav- 
ing 30 feet of water. Nine major fireproof warehouse build- 
ings ...60 acres for lumber and other open storage ... 1444 
miles trackage connecting with all railroads .. . every facil- 
ity for prompt and safe handling of merchandise of all kinds, 
whether rail. automotive or water-borne. The very heart of 
a rich, 17,000,000-population market. Served by Pennsyl- 
vania, New Jersey Central and Lehigh Valley Railroads. 
Storage-in-transit arrangements in effect. 
Write for particulars. Address 
NEWARK TIDEWATER TERMINAL, INC. 

Port of Newark, N. J. J. A. Lehman, Manager 


en wo. 


at BAYWAY (Elizabeth), N. J. Nine modern, re- 
inforced concrete warehouses, 100% sprinkler protected, 
with 1,070,000 sq. ft. of storage and manufacturing space; 
served by the Central R. R. of New Jersey; unlimited rail- 
road sidings (with accommodations for 40 cars) ; storage-in- 
transit arrangements in effect. Weather-protected loading 
platforms for trucks. Has the largest and best-equipped fu- 
migation plant in New York Harbor for fumigating cotton 
and similar fibrous materials, foodstuffs, furniture, ete. The 
plant is also equipped with a Cotton Compress. Accommo- 
dations for deep-water vessels, barges and lighters for direct 
handling of consignments into warehouse building. A. D.T 


BAYWAY TERMINAL CORPORATION 
Bayway (Elizabeth), N. J. R. S. McElroy, Manager 
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T THESE large, modernly equipped ter- 
minals are ample accommodations for 
the prompt and efficient handling of ship- 
ments of every size and practically every 
kind. Thousands of tons of merchandise, 
bulk and packaged freight, are received 
daily at the warehouses and piers of this 
great CHAIN. And it comes from every- 
where for immediate or future transship- 
ment to all points of the compass. Fifty- 
one ocean-going vessels and hundreds of 
railroad cars can be worked at a time. 
With convenient locations in the major 
markets of the East, exceptional advan- 
tages are provided. Not only can you lower 
distribution costs by spotting stocks at these 
key centers, you may also cut delivery time 


AND ALLIED INLAND WAREHOUSES 


Over 8.000.000 Sq. Ft. 
of Storage Space 
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from days to hours. One- to twenty-four- 
hour deliveries, pool car or motor trans- 
port, are maintained throughout the area. 
And regular sailings are made from all 
piers for coastwise, intercoastal and world 
ports. ita.” 
When you store goods in CHAIN ‘are: S > 
houses or ship through CHAIN thmnin: : 
you enjoy every advantage, of 
branch office except selling. Yfou 
the satisfaction of knowing that y 
are entrusted to one of the lar 







Write for particulars regarding the ma 
services and important economies the 


CHAIN has to offer. Na 


% 


The Chain of Tidewater Terminals 


WALTER B. McKINNEY, President ¢ Broad St. Station Building, Phila., Pa. £7 


Eastern Seaboard 


17 State Street 
New York, N. Y. 


OAKLAND, CALIF. 





General Traffic Offices at Convenient Locations 


Representatives NEW YORK 
of the General Traffic Offices 
HOWARD TERMINAL = “Vice-President 





WESTERN PACIFIC COAST 4 
General Traffic Offices General Traffic Offices eines. 
R. D. JONES R. M. COSTIGAN ele 
Western Traffic Representative Pacific Coast Representative a 


4434 White-Henry-Stuart Bldg. 4 
Seattle, Wash, 


1069 Transportation Bldg. 
Chicago, Ill. 
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Chairman Wheeler, however, contended that the motor act 
provisions were the same in S. 2009 as in the law and that if 
the carriers understood the present law there was no reason 
they could not understand the provisions in the bill. 

One of the principal objections Mr. Lawrence had to the 
bill was that it provided for division of the work of the Com- 
mission along functional lines—that is, for instance, bureaus 
would not be set up to supervise regulation of one class of 
carriers as had been done in the case of the motor carriers 
under the motor carrier act. As to allegations that the I. C.C. 
was now “truck-minded,” he said division 5 did not have the 
final say and that most of the cases appealed to the whole Com- 
mission had been decided against the truckers. 

Regulation of forwarding companies was urged by Mr. 
Lawrence. He objected to provision in the bill writing in the 
law the effect of the Commission’s decision in the Scott Brothers 
case, which was that collection and delivery service was not 
subject to the motor carrier act. The trucking industry felt 
that that decision was erroneous, said he. To put it in the 
law would mean the death of independent motor carrier opera- 
tions, he believed. He also urged an amendment to put a stop 
to the government obtaining truck transportation by competi- 
tive bidding. He also objected to the voluntary pooling pro- 
visions of the interstate commerce act being made applicable 
to motor carriers. Conditions which had produced that legisla- 
tion, said he, had not been present in the motor industry. He 
also saw no reason for applying the commodities clause to 
motor carriers. He also objected to application to motor car- 
riers of provisions in the law with respect to the right of the 
shipper to route shipments on the ground it was not necessary. 

At one point Chairman Wheeler said that Mr. Lawrence 
was seeking to shadow box. 


Objects to Reparation 


Mr. Lawrence also objected to provision in the bill giving 
the Commission the right to award reparation against motor 
carriers. The chairman pointed out that the right to repara- 
tion existed now and said he would prefer to have issue as to 
reparation determined by the Commission, if he were a carrier, 
than by a jury in court. Senator Reed wanted to know why 
if there was to be uniform regulation, truckers should be 
exempt from reparation provisions as proposed. Equality was 
one thing but regulation need not be identical when it was 
not necessary and he did not think that the reparation provi- 
sion as to truckers was necessary, said Mr. Lawrence. He also 
objected to a provision with respect to safety of operations 
which he said would have the effect of placing trucking em- 
ployes not identified with safety of operation under the federal 
wage and hour act while employes of the railroads similarly 
situated would not be subject to that act. Objection was also 
made to the provision substantially the same as in existing law 
giving the Commission authority to investigate and report to 
Congress on need for federal regulation of sizes and weight of 
motor vehicles. As to valuation, it was pointed out that under 
a proviso the Commission in its discretion might make a valua- 
tion of a motor carrier and objection was made to that. Mr. 
Lawrence proposed an amendment which would have the effect 
of giving the A. T. A. the right to participate in appeals to court 
from decisions of the Commission. 


Shatford for Rail Owners 


J. D. Shatford, chairman of the Railroad Owners Associa- 
tion, submitted the recommendations of that association as he 
had before the House committee. In general, said he, he ap- 
proved S. 2009. He recommended that the rate-making rule 
be amended by addition thereto of “and produce a fair return 
on investment.” He also urged creation of a secretary of trans- 
portation. He met with disagreement with Senators Wheeler 
and Schwartz when he said wages were too high and expounded 
the philosophy that it was better to have many men employed 
at a fair wage than a few men at a high wage. The latter, 
said he, was the philosophy of Mr. Harrison, of the railroad 
labor group and his associates. Chairman Wheeler said that 
question could be discussed until doomsday and suggested that 
the witness direct his remarks to the proposed legislation. 


Benton’s Testimony 


As he,-had before the House committee, John E. Benton, 
general solicitor of the National Association of Railroad and 
Utilities Commissioners, objected to the proposed codification 
of the interstate commerce act and the motor carrier act. He 
charged that the merger of the motor carrier act and interstate 
commerce act was proposed to be accomplished by the suppres- 
sion of many provisions in the motor carrier act which were 
designed for the protection of the independent small carriers, 
and for the preservation of the right of the people of the states 
to preserve local state control of intrastate motor carrier 
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operations. He asserted that Congress designed by the motor 
carrier act, not to force on the public for motor carrier regu- 
lation the same scheme and plan of regulation which was in 
effect for railroads, but rather a scheme designed for motor 
carriers and adapted to them, which scheme would preserve 
absolute control by the state of all intrastate transportation by 
motor carriers, and would extend local regulation as far as 
practicable in the administration of the act as respected inter- 
state transportation. Pointing to several changes in S. 2009 
as compared with the existing law, he charged that a complete 
departure from the plan for motor carrier operation adopted 
by Congress when the motor carrier act was proposed. 

“It comes about from extending an act designed for rail- 
road regulation to the regulation of motor trucks,” said he. 

Mr. Benton emphatically objected to the committee of six 
proposal that the Commission have greater power over state 
rates. He said the federal Commission could not possibly 
regulate local rates of thousands of motor carriers whose prin- 
cipal business was intrastate, with any intelligent understand- 
ing of their needs and of the needs of their shippers, and if 
the burden of that jurisdiction was ever thrown on the federal 
Commission it would be found that its present personnel would 
not carry the load. He said the Bureau of Motor Carriers now 
had around 1,200 employes, almost as many as all of the 
departments of the Commission. Mr. Benton also objected to 
the declaration of policy in the bill as he did before the House 
committee, and discussed the minimum motor rate decisions 
of the Commission. 

Views of the state commissioners in favor of amendment of 
the motor carrier act to exempt from federal regulation except 
as to joint rates on interstate shipments, generally speaking, 
motor carriers operating wholly within a state, were presented 
to the committee by Mr. Benton. The amendment is embodied 
in S. 1512, introduced February 20 by Senator Minton, of 
Indiana. 

H. A. Feltus, representing a number of farm organization, 
the Upper Mississippi Waterway Association, the Upper Missis- 
sippi and St. Croix River Association, and the city council of 
Minneapolis and others, said in answer to questions, his ex- 
penses were being paid by the waterway associations and the 
city of Minneapolis but that he was authorized to speak for 
the farmers’ organizations as well. He opposed regulation of 
water carriers and repeal of the fourth section. 


Wheeler Discounts Knowledge 


When he mentioned he had been authorized by Herb Rolph, 
president of the Montana division of the Farmers’ Union, to 
appear for that organization, Senator Wheeler said he knew 
Rolph well and that he knew he knew nothing about S. 2009. 
In that connection he said he was getting tired of listening to 
witnesses claiming to represent persons who knew nothing 
whatever about proposed legislation under consideration. Mr. 
Feltus insisted, however, that those for whom he was speak- 
ing, while not having seen the Wheeler-Truman bill, were ad- 
vised as to phases of subjects covered by the bill, and had 
authorized him to present their views. 


Senator Reed thought it would have been better if the 
witness had begun by naming the organizations which were 
paying his expenses than by naming the farmers’ organizations. 

Chairman Wheeler and Senator Reed disputed with the 
witness that the ultimate consumer benefited by inland water- 
way transportation through lower prices reflecting lower trans- 
portation charges by water. They took the position that those 
using the waterways pocketed the difference between the 
water charges and what it would have cost them if they had 
shipped by rail. 

Chairman Wheeler contended that Standard Oil and large 
industries in the steel and cement fields using the rivers did not 
reduce prices to consumers by reason of lower transportation 
costs thus obtained. 


He insisted several times, as did Senator Reed, that the 
farmers did not obtain more for their grain because of river 
transportation. Mr. Feltus claimed they did. 

The chairman also declared it was not fair to assert that 
regulation would hurt water transportation. If it was not right 
to regulate water carriers, said he, then all carriers should be 
turned loose and if that were done, he asked, how long would 
there be any water carriers? 

Mr. Feltus entered into a long discussion of grain rate 
situations to support his contention that water transportation 
affected the price of grain and the ability of markets to exist. 

Chairman Wheeler told Mr. Feltus that representatives of 
busses and trucks feared regulation by the Commission when 
it was proposed but that now they were saying the Commis- 
sion was doing a good job. It was true some carriers by high- 
way had gone out of business, he continued, but the reason 
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was they had not been charging enough for their services— 
there was no economy for anybody in the long run in that. 

Senator White did not see how there could be a solution of 
the transportation problem by leaving out the water carriers. 
Mr. Feltus said the railroads should not be permitted to meet 
water competition at any point and the railroads and the 
country should adjust themselves to that. Senator Wheeler did 
not think that was approaching the matter from the public 
interest point. The witness also objected to the commodities 
clause in S. 2009. 

N. |. T. L. Views 


W. H. Day, chairman of the executive committee of the 
National Industrial Traffic League, submitted the views of the 
League on S. 2009. : 

“There are many meritorious features of this bill,” said 
he. “We are not opposed to an orderly restatement of part I 
and II of the interstate commerce act when your committee 
concludes that it has had ample time to consider in detail all 
of the important and far-reaching changes in existing laws 
which this bill would make, and the effect of which should be 
weighed carefully in the public interest.” 

Mr. Day said the League felt that most of the provisions 
in S. 2009 were of long range character, not calculated to give 
any immediate benefit to railroads or other carriers, and that 
it would be unfortunate to rush through a bill containing many 
changes of language superseding the present sections of the 
law, each which received most careful consideration and full 
discussion before its enactment. 

“This bill was made available to the public March 31, 
and obviously within the intervening time it has been impos- 
sible for the League to determine the ultimate effect of some 
of the changes proposed,” said he. 

“We would suppose that because of the many pressing 
problems confronting your committee and the Congress it 
would be impossible during the remainder of this session for 
you to give proper consideration to this matter of recodifica- 
tion and restatement of the law.” 

Mr. Day submitted the League’s statement on underlying 
causes of the financial plight of carriers and the resolution on 
declaration of policy adopted at the League meeting Feb- 
ruary 23. 

There was a very definite impression in some quarters, 
said Mr. Day, that one of the main purposes of some of the 
proponents of recodifying parts I and II of the interstate com- 
merce act and consolidating many of the sections thereof was 
to control the physical supply of transportation by restricting 
and discouraging the development and operation of so-called 
contract carriers, and also common carriers on the highways 
and on the waterways, at the same time preserving the full 
volume of railroad traffic. Many of those interested primarily 
in railroads and their well being were urging restrictive reg- 
ulation of competitive transportation agencies—regulation which 
the League thought would be unduly restrictive—and some 
of these measures were found in various provisions of S. 2009, 
said he. 


“The League is very definitely onposed to any policy which 
has for its objects controlling the supply of transportation by 
artificial measures which will curtail or eliminate any mode of 
transportation of benefit to shippers and the public generally,” 
said he. “On the other hand, we are opposed to promotion by 
artificial stimulants of any mode of transportation which can- 
not be self supporting under fair and reasonable conditions. 

“There are not only general provisions to which we would 
object on this ground, but extending throughout the act will 
be found many changes of language or phraseology, apparently 
resulting from or incident to the rearrangement and consoli- 
dation of the sections of the law, but many of these changes 
in phraseology may be found on further study to have a far 
different effect than one would credit to them on first reading 
of the bill, or was intended by the authors.” 

Mr. Day said the result of consolidating parts I and II and 
restating all of the provisions applicable to railroad and motor 
carriers in one consolidated series of sections was to make 
many changes in the present law as regards motor carriers 
and limited changes as to the rail carriers. He said many of 
these same sections would be made applicable also to the 
water carriers. He expressed the conviction that the result 
of the enactment of S. 2009 in substantially the form proposed 
would be to jeopardize the so-called contract carriers, and to 
make the lot of the common carriers by motor vehicle and by 
water increasingly difficult and uncertain. 

“The League,” he said, “speaking for interstate shippers 
throughout the country who use all forms of transportation, 
must very definitely oppose any such results as these.” 

Mr. Day opposed the declaration of policy in S. 2009 be- 
cause on the whole it appeared to be designed to bring about 
objectionable results which he had indicated. He then rec- 
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ommended the declaration of policy adopted by the League for 
incorporation in any new legislation. 

The rate-making rule in the bill was satisfactory to the 
League, said he. 


Mr. Day then outlined the position of the League against 
further regulation of water carriers. 


Commodities Clause 


S. 2009, said he, contained a commodities clause which was 
substantially more drastic than the present clause in paragraph 
8 of section 1 of the act. Continuing, he said, in part: 


The present clause applies only to railroads and forbids the trans- 
portation by them of any article or commodity which has been manu- 
factured, mined or produced by them or under their authority or in 
which they may have any interest, excepting timber and timber prod- 
ucts and railway materials and stores. The new clause applies to all 
carriers subject to the act, from and after Junary 1, 1941, and would 
thereby restrain contract as well as common carriers by motor vehicle 
and on the waterways. Moreover, the clause is made more drastic by 
forbidding the transportation of products in which any subsidiary or 
affiliated or controlling company has any interest. 

The League is opposed to this change in the law which obviously 
goes far beyond any mere recodification or restatement, is not re 
quired by any public interest or the interest of shippers, and would 
have most unfortunate results. There are many circumstances and 
places where the only transportation service available is furnished by 
a carrier having some relationship to the manufacturing, mining or 
producing company and we do not know of any demand for legislation 
making such transportation unlawful. 

Particular question may be raised as to the meaning of the terms 
subsidiary, affiliate or controlling person as used in lines 23 and 24 of 
this section, on page 44 of the bill. These words are not defined in 
this bill. They are defined, however, in another bill now pending be- 
fore this Committee, S. 2016 (holding company bill). That bill pro- 
poses to amend the present interstate commerce act, and among other 
things incorporates in paragraph 3 of section 1 thereof a definition of 
the term ‘‘controlling person’’ as meaning an individual or company 
directly or ‘indirectly holding ten per cent or more of outstanding vot- 
ing securities of a carrier, with a similar definition of the terms sub- 
sidiary and affiliate. If that bill is passed before the enactment of S. 
2009, presumably some change may be made in the latter bill which 
would preserve the amendment of section 1 of the interstate com- 
merce act as covered by S. 2016. As an ultimate result it might very 
well be that the commodities clause in section 12’of, S. 2009 would 
forbid transportation by a carrier of articles produced by a concern 
having only ten per cent interest in the stock of the carrier. The 
present commodities clause has been applied and construed by the 
Supreme Court in a series of decisions and should remain unchanged. 

In 1933 when the question of broadening the application of the com- 
modities clause was raised by the Coordinator of Transportation, the 
League went on record as follows: 

“The development of numerous industries in the United States 
has been made possible through the acquisition of transportation fa- 
cilities which otherwise would not have been afforded to such industries. 
This is peculiarly the situation in the natural resource industries. 
Many manufacturing enterprises have found it necessary to acquire 
transportation facilities in order to enable them to more efficiently 
and cheaply serve the public. Where such facilities may be availed of 
by the public, the League believes it to be to the best public interest 
to permit such services to be rendered. There are no doubt many in- 
dustrially owned carrier facilities which could not continue in exis- 
tence if dependent solely upon common carrier service rendered to the 
public, and yet the operation of such facilities affords service to the 
public which might otherwise not be available. 

‘“‘Many industries have owned and operated carrier facilities for 
many years and it is doubtful whether they could dispose of such fa- 
cilities without great loss. It is the view of the League that no fed- 
eral legislation should be enacted which would require such industries 
to make such sacrifice. It is not felt that it is necessary that legisla- 
tion of this character be enacted in order to assure to the public effi- 
cient and economical transportation.”’ 

The revised commodities clause hits at industries. Companies that 
own or have an interest in railroad, steamship or other carrier plants 
are compelled to dispose of them at forced sale. The amendment of 
the commodities act injures business. That is the main result. Any 
benefit to carriers would be incidental and would be insignificant by 
comparison. 


Limitation of Actions 


In section 22 of the bill, S. 2009, beginning on page 69, there are 
very important changes in the present law cutting down the period 
within which actions must be brought for recovery of overcharges or 
undercharges or other damages. The League opposes any reduction 
in the present limitation periods. 

We can, if afforded time to do so, produce numerous illustrations 
of the hardships and injustices that would result from unduly shorten- 
ing the period within which actions may be begun, where the carriers 
have maintained rates manifestly excessive or unduly prejudicial or 
otherwise unlawful. The limitations proposed by this bill are entirely 
out of line with the limitation period governing civil actions under 
contracts, and on written instruments in practically every state of 
the Union. 


Definitions of Transportation Subject to the Act 


The scope and application of the provisions of the act are set 
forth in section 2 of the bilT, S. 2009, and the definitions of the various 
terms used in the act are set forth in section 3. 
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These two sections are much more than a mere consolidation of 
Parts I and II of recodification of the present terms of those parts. 
Quite evidently the scope of the act is broadened both as to water 
transportation and as to motor carrier transportation to cover many 
services in interstate commerce which have not been included under 
the terms of interstate transportation in the act as it now stands. 

These sections require great study but apparently the exemption 
of motor carriers and motor carrier services now found in the motor 
carrier act are substantially cut down and a motor carrier engaged in 
purely terminal service is, under various circumstances, made subject 
to the act and required to have a certificate or permit and publish 
rates, etc. These changes are in the opposite direction from changes 
advocated by the National Association of Railway Commissioners which 
were at least tentatively approved by members of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission during the last session of Congress. 

Dealing with rail transportation, however, sections 2 and 3 ap- 
pear to make no change in the scope and application of the act. The 
League suggests that an affirmative amendment is necessary and de- 
sirable to clarify a question resulting from certain decisions of the 
Commission. It is this: 

The term “railroad’’ and the term ‘‘transportation’’ are defined in 
paragraph 3 of section 1 of the interstate commerce act and these 
definitions are incorporated in paragraphs 22 and 28 of section 3 of the 
bill, S. 2009, with certain changes. 

The League has taken the position for many years past that the 
transportation service of the railroads as to carload freight consists in 
the furnishing of the cars and the movement of the goods from the 
point where loaded in cars at origin to the point where unloaded from 
the cars at destination, whether the loading or unloading points are 
on public team tracks or so-called private side tracks. This seems to 


be in accordance with the language of paragraph 3 of section 1 of the 
act. 


As a result of the Commission’s decision in proceedings known as 
Ex Parte 104, Part II, controversy has arisen as to whether the trans- 
portation service includes placement of the cars at reasonably con- 
venient and accessible loading and unloading points at private indus- 
tries. This point should be clarified by an amendment of paragraph 3 
of the interstate commerce act or, if S. 2009 is enacted, by an addi- 
tion to the language of paragraphs 22 and 28 of section 3. We suggest 
adding at the end of that paragraph the following clause: 

“and including, as to carload shipments by railroad, the entire 
service from the point where the freight is loaded in the cars at origin 
to the point where the freight is unloaded from the cars at destination.”’ 

In conclusion I wish to make the earnest request that if your com- 
mittee believes that the interstate commerce act should be rewritten 
at this time, you will extend your hearings and afford the representa- 
tives of the League an,opportunity, say two weeks from now, to pre- 
sent to the committee in detail our comments and suggestions, section 
by section, on the entire bill. The League's offices feel that the buyers 
of transportation should have a reasonable time for preparation and at 
least a day to present to this committee their views on legislation of 
this importance. I make that request. 


With respect to the commodities clause, Chairman Wheeler 
said he thought it was probably too drastic and should be 
modified. After Mr. Day had concluded Chairman Wheeler 
said that if hearings were postponed for two weeks for the 
League they would have to be postponed for others similarly 
and the result would be no legislation for the next five years. 
He said there was always a lot of “hollering” for legislation 
but that when something was proposed a lot of objection was 
made and very seldom did organization come to Congress 
with constructive ideas. Mr. Day said the League had tried 
to be constructive. The chairman said consideration would 
be given to the suggestions of the League when the bill was 
considered in executive session. 


Mr. Day said he agreed with Senators Wheeler and Reed 
that if there was going to be regulation it ought to be cen- 
tralized in one body. 


Herman A. Bayless, counsel for the Mississippi River Sys- 
tem Carriers’ Association, opposed regulation of water car- 
riers, as he had before the House committee. 


CHAMBER OF COMMERCE MEETING 


A round table conference on urgent transportation needs 
will be held May 2 in connection with the annual meeting of 
the Chamber of Commerce of the United States in Washington 
May 1 to 4. Proposed railroad legislation will be discussed from 
the standpoint of the railroads, the shipper, the investor and 
competing forms of transportation. 


NEW POSTALIZATION BILL 


Representative Lemke, of North Dakota, has introduced 
a bill, H. R. 5579, embodying a modification of Hastings Postal- 
ization plan. The bill provides for creation of not more than 
eleven zones and the postalization of fares within these zones. 
Provision is also made for study by the I. C. C. and recom- 
mendation to Congress as to the desirability of postalizing 
freight and express rates and charges. There would be created 
the Railroad Postalized Fare Guaranty Corporation with a 
capital stock of $500,000,000, to reimburse carriers for the 
differences between the postalized and regular fares for a 
specified period. 
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RAIL UNIT REVENUES AND EXPENSES 


A compilation of unit revenues and expenses of railroad 
service, 1915 to 1937, has been made by the Commission’s 
Bureau of Statistics. It is statement No. 399. The purpose 
of the issue, according to a bureau statement, is to afford a 
convenient survey of the changes over a long period of years 
in the average revenue, expenses and net railway operating 
income by the train-mile, the car-mile, the net freight ton- 
mile, by the loaded freight car-mile, and by the passenger train 
car-mile. 

The bureau said the expense by the passenger-mile as dis- 
tinguished from the passenger train car-mile was not shown 
because of the lack of an annual subdivision of passenger 
train expenses among passenger, mail and express services. 
To assist in interpreting the expense averages, the bureau said 
that tables showing such items as average haul, average car- 
load and average train load had been added. The statement 
brings through 1937 the tables published in 1931, as statement 
No. 3152, says the bureau. 

According to the bureau, the unit revenues and expenses 
are given in both absolute and relative figures, the latter show- 
ing the percentage relation of each year to the average of the 
three-year period ended June 30, 1917. That, it said, was called 
a “test period,” a term used in the transportation act of 1920 
as applicable to that period in connection with financial settle- 
ments between the carriers and the government arising out of 
the control of the carriers by the government in the war period. 

One table shows that the operating expense by the train- 
mile in the test period was $1.945. That related all services, 
said the bureau. It rose to $4.92 in 1920, fell to $3.044 in 1933 
but increased to $3.527 in 1937, which was 81.3 per cent above 
the test period average. 

In the test period, said the bureau, the railways accrued 
13.1 cents in taxes by the train-mile. That average, it said, 
increased to 35.4 cents in 1937, an increase of 170.2 per cent. 
In the test period the bureau said the railways received $2.83 
in revenue by the train-mile; that that average rose to $5.295 
in 1929, and in 1937 was $4.519, an increase of 59.6 per cent. 
The net railway operating income in 1937, it said, was 63.8 
cents by the train-mile compared with 75.4 cents in the test 
period, or only 84.6 per cent as much. 

In this period, 1915 to 1937, the bureau said the average 
haul of freight on each railroad increased from 165 to 197.6 
miles, the average journey by the passenger from 34.8 to 49.6 
miles, and the average revenue load by the freight train in- 
creased from 536 to 724 tons. In the test period, the bureau 
said, 51.4 per cent of the train miles were freight and 48.6 per 
cent passenger, but in 1937, the freight train proportion was 
54.6 per cent. In the test period, the bureau said, 13.3 per cent 
of a car-mile was in passenger-train service compared with 
11.5 per cent in 1937. 

In the test period, according to the compilation, the rail- 
ways earned 7.866 cents net by the passenger train car-mile 
above taxes but before interest. In 1937, it said, they lost 
almost exactly the same amount. In this computation, it said, 
the passenger trains were charged with their use of the road- 
way, but there was not an actual out-of-pocket loss. The 
progressive decline in the profits of the passenger service after 
1917, the bureau said, was shown in one of the tables which 
also showed that in freight service the ratio of net to gross 
was almost as good in recent years as in the test period. 

By the ton-mile of freight the revenue, the bureau said, 
had increased since the test period in about the same ratio as 
the expense when all districts were taken together. None of 
these cost figures, the bureau said, took account of increased 
investment since the test period. They covered, it said, only 
operating expenses, taxes and rentals. 


CAR SURPLUS REPORT 
Class I railroads in the period March 1-14, inclusive, had 
an average daily surplus of 207,300 cars, as compared with 
209,353 cars in the preceding period, according to the car serv- 
ice division of the Association of American Railroads. It was 
made up as follows: Plain box, 83,583; auto box, 15,500; 
total box, 99,083; flat, 8,260; gondola, 36,049; hopper, 29,892; 
total coal, 65,941; coke, 458; S. D. stock, 20,898; D. D. stock, 
3,837; refrigerator, 7,269; tank, 445 and miscellaneous, 1,109. 
Canadian roads reported a surplus of 17,205 cars, as compared 
with 16,445 cars in the preceding period, made up of 14,150 
plain box, 950 auto box, 650 flat, 200 gondola, 500 S. D. stock, 

150 refrigerator, and 605 miscellaneous cars. 








BRIDGE AND LAND-GRANT BILLS 
Senator Truman, of Missouri, has introduced, by request, 
S. 1989, providing for apportionment of cost of alterations of 
bridges over navigable waterways, and S. 1990, a land-grant 
rate elimination bill. These measures are along the lines of 
provisions in the President’s committee of six bill. 


April 8, 1939 
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RAIL REORGANIZATION BILL 


“The purpose of the bill is to enable railroads which are 
fundamentally sound as transportation systems but which are 
handicapped financially by maturing obligations or unnecessarily 
heavy capital structures, to enter into agreements with their 
creditors and security holders for the postponement or modifica- 
tion of obligations, and submit such agreements to the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission and then to courts of bankruptcy 
for hearing and appropriate action by which such agreements 
are made effective without impairing the normal operations, 
employe relations, and the permanent stability of the railroads,” 
said the favorable report made by Representative Chandler 
on behalf of the House judiciary committee on H. R. 5407. 

Generally speaking, said the report, American railroads 
might be divided into three groups: 


1. Those clearly solvent and in position to operate successfully. 
2. Those insolvent and needing complete reorganization as provided 
by section 77 of the bankruptcy act. 


3. Those in temporary financial difficulties and requiring temporary 


relief but not so involved as to require thorough overhauling of their 
capital structures. 


The bill, if enacted, continued the report, would make avail- 
able to railroads in the third group, and to their subsidiaries 
and lessor corporations the bankruptcy power contained in 
article I, chapter 8, clause 1 of the Constitution of the United 
States, which permits Congress to establish uniform laws on 
the subject of bankruptcies. 


Procedure Outlined 


“The procedure provided by the bill is simple and direct,” 
said the committee report. “Stated briefly, any railroad desir- 
ing to effect an adjustment of certain of its obligations, as well 
as the modification or postponement of certain of its securities 
or its capital structure, prepares a proposed plan of adjustment 
and secures assurances of acceptance of the plan from credi- 
tors and security holders having at least 25 per cent of the 
claims affected thereby. Whenever the minimum of 25 per cent 
of the aggregate amount of the claims affected by the proposed 
plan of adjustment give such assurance, the railroad is author- 
ized to submit the proposed plan to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission for examination in accordance with the require- 
ments of section 20a of the interstate commerce act. Should 
all of the requirements of said secticn 20a be met, the Com- 
mission is authorized to issue an order approving the issuance 
or modification of the securities involved in the plan. 

Among the salient provisions of section 20a on which the 
Interstate Commerce Commission is required to make findings 
prior to the issuance of the order referred to are: 


Such proposed issuance or modification of securities is in the pub- 
lic interest, is consistent with the continuance by the railroad corpora- 
tion of service to the public as a common carrier, and will not impair 
its ability to perform such service. 


“Thereafter, the railroad desiring to effect such proposed 
plan shall obtain assents thereto by its creditors holding “more 
than two-thirds of the aggregate amount of the claims affected 
by said plan, which two-thirds shall include at least a majority 
of the aggregate amount of the claims of each affected class.” 
When such assents are secured, the railroad may file a petition 
in the United States district court having jurisdiction as pro- 
vided in the bill, and a special court of three judges is convened 
to conduct the proceedings relative to such plan, hold hearings, 
and exercise jurisdiction over the petitioning railroad and its 
property, although. the court does not appoint a receiver or 
trustee or undertake to control the operation of the carrier. 


“If the three-judge court, after hearings, shall be satisfied 
that the proposed plan of adjustment has been assented to by 
the requisite percentages aforesaid, and ‘that the plan is fair 
and equitable, is in the public interest, affords due recognition 
to the rights of each class of creditors and stockholders, does 
not discriminate unfairly in favor of any class of creditors or 
stockholders, and will conform to the requirements of the law 
of the land regarding the participation of the various classes 
of creditors and stockholders,’ the court shall file an opinion 
setting forth its conclusions and the reasons therefor and shall 
enter a decree approving and confirming such plan, provided 
the plan, as submitted to or as modified by the court, has been 
accepted by creditors holding more than three-fourths of the 
aggregate amount of the claims affected by the plan, including 
at least three-fifths of the aggregate amount of the claims 
of each affected class. 

“Upon confirmation of the plan, the decree of the three- 
judge court is binding on the petitioner and on all the creditors 
and security holders of the railroad. While the effect of the 
decree of the court is to establish the plan of adjustment over 
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the possible objection of a dissenting minority of less than 
25 per cent of all the creditors and security holders affected 
thereby, care has been taken that the rights of minority inter- 
ests shall be properly safeguarded and that due process of law 
shall be exercised. 

“The Interstate Commerce Commission is given a maximum 
of 120 days within which to discharge fully its responsibility 
as set forth in section 20a of the interstate commerce act, and 
the public interest in the proceeding is protected by the finding 
of the Commission, after hearing, that the issuance or modifica- 
tion of securities as proposed conforms to section 20a. The 
private rights of creditors and stockholders are protected in 
the proceedings conducted by the three-judge court, and by 
its findings as required by section 725 of the bill. Moreover, 
the plan of adjustment approved by the three-judge court may 
contain appropriate provisions for the safeguarding of the 
interests of creditors and others affect by the plan, ‘in all 
matters of the petitioner’s financial policy and operation.’ 

“From the filing of the proceedings in court, not more 
than one year’s time is allowed within which the proceedings 
shall be completed and the plan made effective. Parties in 
interest may intervene, and any holder of securities and stock 
of the railroad is given the right to present evidence and be 
heard. During the pendency of the proceeding, the petitioning 
railroad must continue to make payments to all creditors af- 
fected by the plan of obligations currently payable and equal 
to the amounts proposed to be paid under the plan, thereby 
preventing the discontinuance of interest payments, etc., as 
would be the case if the petition were filed in accordance with 
section 77 of the bankruptcy act, or in equity. Prompt review 
of the decision of the three-judge court is authorized by cer- 
tiorari to the United States Supreme Court. 

“Equipment trust certificates, taxes, operating expenses, 
wages, employment contracts, unliquidated claims, and other 
similar obligations are not affected by the plan of adjustment. 


Not a Substitute For 77 


“The bill is not intended as an amendment of or a sub- 
stitute for section 77 of the bankruptcy act. Section 77 is a 
comprehensive reorganization statute which codifies equity pro- 
cedure in large measure, and avails itself of the bankruptcy 
power to the end that railroad reorganizations, as extensive 
as the necessities may require, can be effective. The pending 
bill makes no provision for trustees, counsel, or committees; 
contemplates that the debtor shall continue to operate its prop- 
erty; and enables the debtor and its creditors to agree upon 
a plan providing for adjustments of the maturities of interest 
and principal. No provision is made for involuntary proceedings 
or for the presentation of alternatives plans by the respective 
stockholder or creditor interests as in section 77. 

“It is not contemplated that any plan of adjustment can 
be approved by the court for railroad companies where the con- 
tinued participation of stockholders in the company can be 
maintained only at the sacrifice of substantive rights of credi- 
tors. The bill provides that the plan must conform to the re- 
quirements of the law of the land with reference to the 
participation of stockholders and creditors, and this provision, 
where used in section 77, has been interpreted to require that 
the plan must conform to the principles of Northern Pacific 
Railway Co. vs. Boyd, 228 U. S. 482. It is apparent, however, 
that, regardless of this limitation, the bill, if passed by Congress, 
will provide relief to an important group of railroad companies 
which are not in need of radical reorganization, by enabling 
them to effect desirable adjustments with their creditors with- 
out going into bankruptcy or equity receivership. 

“Where a railroad company is so burdened with a heavy 
capital structure that it is in need of a thoroughgoing reorgan- 
ization, it is not in the public interest, nor even, except tem- 
porarily, in the interest of the company itself, that such a reor- 
ganization be postponed. It is not the intention that this legisla- 
tion afford a means of avoiding reorganizations in such cases. 


‘On the other hand, where a railroad company is not in need of 


complete reorganization, but is in need of temporary relief only, 
it is not good public policy to force such a company to enter an 
equity receivership or bankruptcy when such drastic action 
can be avoided by legislation that will enable appropriate relief. 
Experience has shown that when a railroad enters bankruptcy 
or an equity receivership, it generally suffers great damage 
through the breakdown of the morale of its forces, the inter- 
ference with or displacement of its management and its em- 
ployes, the burden of unavoidable expenses of the reorganization 
litigation, and the blow to its credit. It is manifestly in the 
interest of all concerned to avoid these losses, if possible. 


“The proposed legislation has the endorsement and ap- 
proval of railroad owners, railroad employe organizations, rail- 
road management, investors, newspapers, public officials, and, 
it is believed, has the sanction of the public generally.” 
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RAILROAD SINKING FUNDS 


A study of the sinking funds of fifty-one large Class I 
railroads, made by the Commission’s Bureau of Statistics, and 
embodied in a pamphlet of 131 pages, in a summary shows 
figures indicating that those funds did not have the effect of 
reducing the funded debt in the period between 1911 and 1930. 
Instead, the funded debt increased. 

“Comparing assumed annual sinking fund payments of 1 
per cent (nonaccumulating) of the debt outstanding at the end 
of each year with the total increase in the funded debt from 
1911 to 1930, the railroads would theoretically have redeemed 
$2,340,525,000 of funded debt at the same time that they bor- 
rowed $2,696,806,000,” says the study. 

“In other words, the borrowing which the railroads actually 
did during this period would have exceeded the amount of 
debt redeemed had a sinking fund equivalent to 1 per cent 
of the funded debt outstanding at the end of each year been 
in operation.” 

In 1911, according to the study, the average rate of in- 
terest on the unmatured debt was 4.07 per cent, the rate in- 
creasing steadily, although irregularly, to a peak of 4.75 in 
1924, declining somewhat thereafter. 

The study was made by W. H. S. Stevens, assistant di- 
rector of the bureau, assisted by Ezekial Limmer. It is for 
sale by the superintendent of documents of the Government 
Printing Office, Washington, D. C., for 20 cents. Large rail- 
roads, as those words are used in the study, are those having 
annual operating revenues above $25,000,000. For purposes 
of the study a sinking fund has been defined as any series of 
payments required or permitted to be made regularly or con- 
tingently prior to maturity and required or permitted to be 
used for debt redemption. 

The makers of the study state conclusions they have 
reached, ten in number, here shown, except argumentative 
parts of the ninth and tenth, as follows: 


The terms and conditions of the sinking funds of the 51 large 
class I railways fail to indicate significant or important progress in 
debt redemption. 

All sinking-fund payments should be devoted strictly to the re- 
demption of debt. The policy of investing sinking-fund money in phy- 
sical property will neither redeem debt nor reduce interest charges. 
It thus lends itself to the perpetuation of the debt instead of its ex- 
tinction. 

Investment of sinking-fund money in sinking-fund debt renders the 
amount of debt amortized independent of subsequent market fluctua- 
tions. Investment in securities other than sinking-fund debt may re- 
sult in subsequent profits or losses, semispeculative or otherwise. It is 
undesirable from the point of view of a sound and consistent amortiza- 
tion policy with possible qualifications for prior lien debt. 


Even the investment of sinking-fund money in prior lien debt should 
probably be restricted to periods when the reduction of interest charges 
effected thereby would exceed that obtained by the purchase of sink- 
ing-fund debt. 

If investment in other securities than sinking-fund or prior-lien 
debt is to be permitted at all, complete control of the investments and 
investment policy should be vested in independent trustees. 

The use of purchase sinking funds without a call alternative re- 
quires provision for alternative investment either in physical property 
or in securities other than sinking-fund debt. The preceding conclu- 
sions would imply that all sinking funds should require bonds to be 
called for the sinking fund as the sole alternative to purchase. This 
also is logical from the point of view of a consistent amortization 
policy. 

Premium purchase and call prices for the redemption of sinking-fund 
debt tend to result in higher initial selling prices for securities than 
par purchase and call prices. Unless the premium lifts the initial sales 
price to a point where the effective rate of interest will be less for the 
premium than for the par issue, assuming that the maximum re- 
demption price is paid in all cases, there can be no certainty that the 
effective rate of interest and cost of redemption will be lower for the 
premium issue. 


The Traffic World 





Vol. LXIII, No. 14 


Sinking fund payments should be set in terms of a fixed propor- 
tion of the net income. This not only tends to insure that all such 
payments will be made out of the surplus of revenues over expendi- 
tures but also adjusts the amounts payable in each year to the corpor- 
ation’s ability to pay. 

The indicated low productivity of railroad capital, particularly in 
recent years, suggests that nonaccumulating sinking funds are prefer- 
able, at least for the present, to accumulating funds... 

The size of the funded debt and interest charges obviously de- 
pends not only on the rate at which debt is redeemed but also on the 
rate at which additional debt is more or less contemporaneously cre- 
ated. For sinking funds effectively to reduce funded debt and interest 
charges it is necessary that the volume of additional borrowing shall 
not more or less constantly exceed the amortization. . . 


REVENUE FREIGHT LOADING 


Revenue freight loading the week ended April 1 totaled 
604,241 cars, according to the Association of American Rail- 
roads. This was 1,221 cars or two-tenths of one per cent under 
the preceding week, 80,752 or 15.4 per cent above the corre- 
sponding week in 1938 and 116,988 or 16.2 per cent under the 
same week in 1937. 

All districts reported increases compared with the corre- 
sponding week in 1938. All districts reported decreases com- 
pared with the corresponding week in 1937 except the Poca- 
hontas, which showed a slight increase. 


1939 1938 1937 
TP eer Te 2,302,464 2,256,717 2,714,449 
G2 WOGES Ih POOTUREY oan ccccccccese 2,297,388 2,155,536 2,763,457 
OCR FR BIN ovine vices svewvics 2,390,412 2,222,939 2,986,166 
WUOOK CINNOE Bert 1 nciscisccecssess 604,241 523,489 721,229 
ME SCGieks pa bickkew cs bw anche 7,594,505 7,158,681 9,185,301 


Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended April 
1 and for the corresponding period last year was reported as 
follows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 6,437 and 6,477; live 
stock, 939 and 1,113; coal, 23,097 and 17,199; coke, 1,631 and 1,118; 
forest products, 1,337 and 1,077; ore, 663 and 556; merchandise, L. C. 
L., 41,299 and 39,182; miscellaneous, 62,759 and 48,749; total, 1939, 
138,162; 1938, 115,471; 1937, 166,791. 

Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 3,921 and 3,405; live 
stock, 772 and 911; coal, 29,012 and 19,962; coke, 2,353 and 1,778; forest 
products, 659 and 725; ore, 1,670 and 1,522; merchandise, L. C. L., 
27,061 and 26,272; miscellaneous, 55,737 and 45,775; total, 1939, 121,185; 
1938, 100,350; 1937, 153,954. 


Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 288 and 245; live 
stock, 104 and 65; coal, 28,920 and 16,946; coke, 428 and 199; forest 
products, 444 and 381; ore, 110 and 50; merchandise, L. C. L., 5,627 
and 5,523; miscellaneous, 5,894 and 5,103; total, 1939, 41,815; 1938, 28,512; 
1937, 40,894. 


Southern district: Grain and grain products, 2,506 and 2,769; live 
stock, 937 and 896; coal, 12,227 and 8,791; coke, 361 and 261; forest 
products, 8,960 and 7,664; ore, 933 and 538; merchandise, L. C. L., 
28,299 and 27,547; miscellaneous, 42,181 and 38,897; total, 1939, 96,404; 
1938, 87,363; 1937, 116,648. 

Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 7,603 and 6,816; 
live stock, 2,404 and 2,022; coal, 3,363 and 3,073; coke, 1,001 and 433; 
forest products, 7,025 and 7,076; ore, 378 and 445; merchandise, L. C. 
L., 19,370 and 19,215; miscellaneous, 28,445 and 24,482; total, 1939, 
69,589; 1938, 63,562; 1937, 79,670. 

Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 8,073 and 
8,416; live stock, 4,459 and 4,814; coal, 6,081 and 6,149; coke, 148 and 
99; forest products, 5,384 and 4,360; ore, 5,113 and 1,814; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 24,707 and 25,086; miscellaneous, 39,406 and 35,278; total, 
1939, 93,371; 1938, 86,016; 1937, 108,075. 


South Western district: Grain and grain products, 3,259 and 3,443; 
live stock, 1,159 and 1,127; coal, 2,025 and 1,430; coke, 69 and 59; forest 
products, 3,320 and 2,531; ore, 241 and 253; merchandise, L. C. L., 
11,043 and 11,489; miscellaneous, 22,599 and 21,883; total, 1939, 43,715; 
1938, 42,215; 1937, 55,197. 


Revenue Freight Car Loading—Week Ended Saturday, April 1 


Grain and Live 
grain prod. stock Coal 
1939 32,087 10,774 104,725 
ee {ss 31,571 10,948 73,550 
1937 31,683 10,789 118,502 
Preceding week March 25......... 1939 31,680 11,315 113,805 
Per cent increase over ............ 1938 1.6 42.4 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1938 1.6 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 1.3 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 m | 11.6 
1939 401,742 148,022 1,626,777 
Cumulative 13 weeks to April 1 1938 440,789 158,183 1,393,526 
1937 380,230 157,595 2,042,117 
Per cent increase Over ............ 1938 16.7 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1938 8.9 6.4 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 5.7 


Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 6.1 20.3 





Per cent to 15 year average, 79.4. 


Forest Mdse. 

Coke products Ore L.C.L. Miscellaneous Total 
5,991 27,129 9,108 157,406 257,021 604,241 
3,947 23,814 5,178 154,314 220,167 523,489 

10,815 38,422 12,896 174,258 323,864 721,229 
7,163 28,109 7,577 153,714 252,099 605,462 

51.8 13.9 75.9 2.0 16.7 15.4 
44.6 29.4 29.4 9.7 20.6 16.2 
94,767 334,013 109,909 1,906,829 2,972,446 7,594,505 
72,832 339,693 93,167 1,907,986 2,752,505 7,158,681 
153,673 450,492 140,678 2,129,696 3,730,820 9,185,301 
30.1 18.0 8.0 6.1 

1.7 a 
38.3 25.9 21.9 10.5 20.3 17.3 
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The situation arising out of attack on the resolution 
adopted by it June 25, 1937, providing that railroads should 
refrain from establishing through routes or joint rates with 
motor carriers which would result in invasion of territory of 
other railroads, was discussed at a meeting of the board of 
directors of the Association of American Railroads, March 31, 
but it was stated after the meeting that no action was taken. 

Luther M. Walter brought the situation to the attention 
of the House committee on interstate and foreign commerce, 
March 21 (see Traffic World, March 25, p. 655), and that same 
week Assistant Attorney General Arnold said the Department 
of Justice was considering whether adoption of the resolution 
caused a violation of the anti-trust laws (see Traffic World, 
March 25, p. 664). 

Officials of the A. A. R. assert they are not concerned 
about the allegations that there may be a violation of the anti- 
trust laws, contending that the real reason the resolution was 
adopted was to keep the railroads within the law in connection 
with extension of services, as explained by R. V. Fletcher, 
general counsel of the association, in his letter to Representa- 
tive Mapes (see Traffic World, March 25, p. 656). 

The board issued a statement that the railway legislative 
situation, including the status of the bills which had been 
introduced, was fully discussed at the meeting. 

“The situation is encouraging and there was unanimity of 
opinion as to the fundamentals of the proposed legislation,” 
said the statement. “There are naturally some differences of 
views as to certain features of some of the bills now under 
consideration.” 

It was agreed there was opposition to the proposals for a 
reorganization court and the transportation board in the com- 
mittee-of-six bill as revealed in the hearings before the House 
committee. 

The railroads, it was also learned, had no intention of 
pushing their proposed amendments to the railway labor act 
at this session of Congress. The “railroad program” approved 
by the Association of American Railroads, under the hearing, 
“measures for future consideration,” lists amendment of the 
railway labor act, but the report of the President’s committee 
of six, which was approved by the board of directors of the 
A. A. R. but not thus far by the member roads of the 
association, does not contain these amendments. 

The board voted $45,000 to finance a research project on 
high speed freight car trucks—the “trucks” under the freight 
cars—under the supervision of the A. A. R. mechanical de- 
partment. The plan is to equip a test train with several dif- 
ferent types of such “trucks” and operate them between A\l- 
toona and Lockhaven on the Pennsylvania, to determine 
whether they should be used generally to speed up freight 
trains. 

E. J. Engel, who succeeded the late S. T. Bledsoe as presi- 
dent of the Santa Fe, was elected a member of the A. A. R. 
board of directors to fill the vacancy caused by Mr. Bledsoe’s 
death. 

The board approved revised specifications for passenger 
equipment recommended by the general committee of the As- 
sociation of American Railroads’ mechanical division, and di- 
rected that the specifications be transmitted to member roads 
for adoption as recommended practice of the association. 


Authority was granted for negotiation with representatives 
of the brotherhoods with respect to installation of automatic 
stokers on locomotives with a view to obtaining an agreement 
on that subject, if possible, before deciding to carry the car- 
riers’ suit attacking the Commission’s stoker order to a higher 
court, the carriers having lost in the district court. 


PULLMAN AND LABOR ACT 


A charge that the Pullman Company is violating the rail- 
way labor act and is attacking the machinery provided by that 
act for the settlement of rail labor disputes has been placed be- 
fore the Senate by Senator Pepper, of Florida, in a statement 
prepared by M. S. Warfield, president of the Order of Sleep- 
ing Car Conductors. 

The controversy, according to the statement, rests on the 
allegation that the Pullman Company is refusing to employ 
conductors on some lines and instead more and more has por- 
ters to do the work of both porters and conductors. This is 
contrary to awards made by the National Railroad Adjustment 
Board, it is alleged. 

Mr. Warfield said that the railway labor act had brought 
about peaceful settlement of disputes and that it was therefore 
gravely disconcerting to learn that the Pullman Company and 
a few other carriers were attempting to discredit the act by 
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paralyzing the machinery created for the purpose of adjudi- 
cating disputes. 

“This is being done,” said he, “by ignoring adjustment 
board awards and otherwise interfering with the prompt dis- 
position of claims under the rules of procedure adopted by 
the board.” 

Resort to federal court action by the employes to force 
observance of adjustment board awards is not the answer to 
this problem, said he. Carrying on their contractual relations 
with the carriers by court orders was not intended as a part 
of routine procedure open to the carriers as a matter of course, 
said he. The courts could not handle the flood of complaints 
thus produced and the country would be confronted with a new 
and serious problem concerning uninterrupted interstate com- 
merce, according to Mr. Warfield. 

In this connection Senator Pepper explained to the Senate 
that the employe had the right to resort to a federal court for 
the purpose of enforcing an adjustment board award. 

“The employer is now acting contrary to the literal re- 
quirement of the letter of the law, which makes it the statu- 
tory duty of the carrier to observe the adjudication of the 
Railway adjustment board, in violation of the spirit of that 
remedial legislation, and in violation, I believe, of the senti- 
ment of the country for an orderly and lawful industrial peace,” 
said Senator Pepper. 

“The controversy has reached the point where the em- 
ployes have been thrown back outside the scope of the reme- 
dial legislation, into the forum of the courts, where they could 
have gone before such legislation was ever enacted.” 

The senator hoped the Pullman Company would see fit to 
reconsider its policy and to observe “what the statute requires 
with respect to the decisions of the board.” 

“This will probably avoid the necessity of reviewing this 
legislation with a view to strengthening its provisions as to ob- 
servance of awards, and will make for good feeling generally,” 
said Senator Pepper. 

Mr. Warfield asserted there was no justification for the 
Pullman Company’s contention that it could not use conduc- 
tors because of lack of revenue on lines affected. Removal of 
conductors, he contended, removed protection to passengers, 
having asserted that one or two passengers in a car “constitutes 
an invitation to anyone inclined to commit criminal acts to do 
what they will at night when there is nothing between them 
and the passengers who are asleep but a cloth curtain.” Con- 
stant conductor-supervision of service, he said, provided “con- 
siderable immunity from such dangers.” 


RAIL PENSIONS EXCEED ESTIMATES 


A warning that it may become necessary to increase the 
tax rates in the carriers’ taxing act to produce sufficient sums 
of money to offset the appropriations to pay annuities and pen- 
sions under the railroad retirement act, if existing conditions 
continue, has been sounded by the Railroad Retirement Board 
in a report submitted to the House committee on interstate 
and foreign commerce on eleven bills to amend the railroad 
retirement act which would cost, if made law, well over a bil- 
lion dollars a year according to board estimates. 

The board said that the estimated expenditures for the 
fiscal years 1937 and 1938, made when the retirement act of 
1937 was under consideration, totaled $69,140,000, and for the 
fiscal year 1939, $64,214,000. 

“The actual obligated payments to the end of the fiscal 
year 1938 totaled $82,994,286, or almost 20 per cent higher 
than the initial estimate,” said the board. 

“The obligation during the current fiscal year will be 


approximately $100,000,000, or 56 per cent higher than the 
estimate.” 


The board said it felt it should point out specifically in 
connection with discussion of one of the bills making retire- 
ment compulsory at age 65 that retirement under the exist- 
ing law had been taking place more rapidly than anticipated. 

“This has come about,” said the board, “to a considerable 
degree because of the fact that within a few months after the 
1937 act became effective, employment declined seriously in the 
industry; and there was considerable short-time work by 
those who remained in employment, with the result that the 
annuities compared very favorably with the amounts which 
could be earned from active service. The accelerated rate of 
retirement has coincided with a reduction in income from 
the carriers taxing act because of the lower employment. On 
the assumption that appropriations to the railroad retirement 
account are to be offset by equal amounts of taxes collected 
from employers under the railroad retirement act and their 
employes, these tax rates would have to be increased if existing 
conditions continued, first, for the larger payments which 
would have to be made and, second, because the decline in pay 
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rolls means that to raise even the same amount of funds the 
tax rate itself must be increased. 

“Because of the relatively short time in which the 1937 act 
has been operating, the board is not prepared to indicate the 
extent by which the present appropriations to the railroad 
retirement account are deficient. It seems reasonable to sup- 
pose that, with a return to reasonably full employment, retire- 
ment may become less attractive than it has been in recent 
months. Moreover, income from the carriers taxing act will 
presumably rise. Because of the initial heavier load, however, 
even if the original assumptions on which cost estimates were 
based should be followed within the near future, additional 
appropriations to the account would ultimately have to be 
made because the anticipated interest earnings will not, in 
fact, be secured.” 

The bills are H. R. 285, H. R. 2004, H. R. 2298, H. R. 2313, 
H. R. 2966, H. R. 3651, H. R. 3750, H. R. 3754, H. R. 4089, 
H. R. 4318, H. R. 4323. 


Recently railroad labor leaders warned against passage of 
bills increasing the cost of the railroad pension system. 

The bills would liberalize various provisions of the pension 
act so as to, in one way or another, make eligible for pensions 
many not now eligible; make retirement compulsory at age 65; 
provide a minimum pension of $40 a month—this would cost 
one billion dollars annually, says the board—and make other 
changes which would increase the cost of the pension system 
substantially. 


RAIL UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 


Amendments to the railroad unemployment insurance act, 
which becomes effective July 1, are proposed in identical bills 
introduced by Senator Wheeler (S. 2017) and Representative 
Crosser (H. R. 5474). The changes, said to be desirable chiefly 
in the interest of better administration, have the approval of 
the Railroad Retirement Board, which administers the act, 
railroad labor and of the railroads, in part, according to pro- 
ponents of the bill. One of the changes proposed is that a 
railroad employe unemployed for any eight days out of fifteen 
shall be eligible for insurance payments instead of for eight 
consecutive days out of fifteen days. This change, it is under- 
stood, is said not to be acceptable to the railroads as a whole 
but, it is understood, the bill will not be opposed for that reason. 


PERFECT SHIPPING MONTH 


Thomas E. Lyons, chief of the transportation division of the 
Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce, Department of 
Commerce, in a statement relating to “Perfect Shipping Month” 
(see Traffic World, April 1, p. 717), said the American trans- 
portation industry had taken great strides in safeguarding 
shipments and pointed to the progress that had been made in 
improving package containers. 

“The unflattering opinion of American packing and ship- 
ping methods held abroad in the early days of our foreign trade 
expansion no longer exists,” Mr. Lyons said. “American mer- 
chandise is now being transported safely to all parts of the 
globe, and other exporting countries are studying and adopting 
the excellent packing standards we have established.” 

Mr. Lyons also called attention to the current campaign 
to improve domestic shipping practice and by so doing further 
reduce the loss and damage claims paid each year by American 
railroads. 

“Such claims have been reduced from $120,000,000 in 1920 
to $22,000,000 in 1938, a reduction of 83 per cent,” Mr. Lyons 
said. “During ‘Perfect Shipping Month’ the combined efforts 
of all the agencies engaged in domestic transportation may well 
reduce this latest figure by a further substantial amount.” 


NEW ENGLAND BOARD 


Four hundred industrialists and railroad men gathered at 
the fourteenth annual meeting of the New England Shippers’ 
Advisory Board at Providence, R. I., March 28. The board re- 
elected William F. Garcelon as general chairman for the fif- 
teenth consecutive time. Irvin S. Boyle was reelected gen- 
eral secretary. In his forecast of business for the next quarter 
he indicated an increase in twenty-nine commodities of 2.8 per 
cent for this territory over the same period last year. Of the 
committees reporting, only three anticipated decreases—ma- 
chinery, dairy products and potatoes. The rest of the com- 
mittees anticipate increases varying from 5 to 55 per cent. 

The board reiterated its stand that statutory rate-making 
is unsound in principle and contrary to the public interest. 

The board voted to condemn also the competition of the 
federal government with privately owned and operated trans- 
portation agencies and went on record in favor of Congress 
providing for appropriate legislation for the early disposal of 
the Federal Barge Lines. 
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As a declaration of policy, the board adopted the following 
resolution, presented by William H. Day, of the Boston Cham- 
ber of Commerce: 


Resolved, That Congress should declare that the national transpor- 
tation policy is to preserve and promote private ownership and opera- 
tion of all forms of transportation; to preserve the inherent advan- 
tages of each; to promote safe, economical and efficient service; to en- 
courage competition and the establishment and maintenance of rea- 
sonable charges for transportation services, without unjust discrimina- 
tions, undue preferences or advantages, or unfair competitive practices, 
all to the end of insuring the development and preservation of national 
transportation service adequate at all times to meet economically and 
efficiently the full needs of the commerce of the United States. 





ATLANTIC STATES BOARD 


The Atlantic States Shippers’ Advisory Board presented 
at its regular two-day meeting at Binghamton, N. Y., openin” 
April 5 the following regional commodity shipments forecast 
for the territory of the board, April, May, and June, 1939, com- 


ared with same period, 1938: 
P bes 7 P -——Carloads———, Estimated 








No. Commodity Actual Estimated Per Cent 
1938 1939 Increase 
PSE ct cu vaene wala’ ssa naan 3,383 3,383 ae 
2. Flour, meal and other mill products 8,653 8,982 3.8 
3. Hay, straw and alfalfa ........... 2,816 2,816 
A ere 6,452 5,807 10.0* 
ee er errr Ce re 5,852 4,974 15.0* 
9. Other fresh vegetables ............ 2,894 3,183 10.0 
11. Poultry and dairy products ....... 819 860 5.0 
Se 230,434 231,586 A] 
13. Ore and concentrates .............. 25,631 26,426 3.1 
14. Gravel, sand and stone ............ 28,043 32,642 16.4 
Da i naciNG eG enek waeNiku sade s'aien eo 5,909 6,470 9.5 
16. Lumber and forest products ...... 8,298 _ 9,543 15.0 
17. Petroleum and petroleum products. 42,113 44,640 6.0 
18. Sugar, syrup and molasses ....... 7,762 7,529 3.0* 
Se, NE <i wicitiwnsyc eas Ady s.00'0'a 27,318 35,322 29.3 
20. Machinery and boilers ............ 5,129 5,955 16.1 
Cp css teksneieanckawnosaap'e sue 36,352 39,805 9.5 
22. Brick and clay products .......... 2,982 3,280 10.0 
ne I EE vec bieesisenies oie 5,313 6,360 19.7 
25. Automobiles, trucks and partst ... 5,485 6,494 18.4 
26. Fertilizers, all kinds .............. 11,031 11,031 - 
27. Paper, paperboard and prepared 
SE Gchentsnkeeseen ben isdn kninws.c® 11,869 12,712 wen 
28. Chemicals and explosives ......... 5,345 6,441 20.5 
29. Canned goods—all canned food 
SN hse a Gs kb sth ska aw Soroka me 6,397 6,691 4.6 
Total all commodities listed ...... 496,280 522,932 5.4 





yAuto parts only. 
*Decrease. 


SECTIONAL RATE COMPLAINTS 


Commissioner Eastman, chairman of the leg'slative com- 
mittee of the Commission, has reported to Chairman Wheeler, 
of the Senate interstate commerce committee, that the Com- 
mission, while not advocating a rate investigation as prov ded 
in Senator Hills S. J. Res. 99, it has no objection to an in- 
vestigation (see Traffic World, March 25, p. 668). 

The Commission also, said the report, had no objection to 
the second part of the resolution amending section 3(1) of the 
interstate commerce act to include the words, “region, district, 
territory.” 


MOTOR ORDERS STAYED 


The Commission, by division 5, has stayed until its further 
order the recommended orders made in the following motor 
carrier cases: 

MC 25684, Sub. No. 1, Art Calvin, extension of operations; 
MC 37629, Sub. No. 2, Clarence Tarbet, extension of operations, 
Kokomo; MC 68909, Decatur Cartage Co., common carrier ap- 
plication; MC 76099, Decatur Cartage Co., contract carrier ap- 
plication; MC 86908, George M. Houchen, common carrier 
application; MC 88457, Horace John Neath, contract carrier 
application; MC 89189, Lynn F. Morse, common carrier applica- 
tion; MC 94917, Louis Cyr, common carrier application; 
MC F-622, Clarence T. English, purchase, C. S. Ludwick; 
MC 72214, Hauselman Transportation Co., common carrier 
application; MC 89205, Leo Mulligan, common carrier applica- 
tion; MC 90891, Roy L. Thomas, common carrier application; 
MC 90992, William R. Green, common carrier application; 
MC 89035, Lillian F. Congdon, contract carrier application; 
I. & S: M-424, household goods over lines of certain north- 
west carriers; MC 43479 Sub. No. 4, R. E. Stiff, Jr., extension 
of operations, Idaho and Oregon; MC 89592, Gordon Ray, com- 
mon carrier application. 
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CONTRACTS OF CONTRACT CARRIERS 


A complete covering of questions that have arisen in con- 
nection with the contracts of contract carriers, showing their 
minimum but not actual rates or charges, which are not open 
to public inspection, is regarded as certain in the argument set 
by the Commission for May 3, in Ex Parte MC 9, filing of con- 
tracts of contract carriers by motor vehicle, and Ex Parte MC 
27, central territory contract carrier rates. (See Traffic World, 
April 1.) The contract carriers are to show cause why, if they 
have any, why the contracts they have filed with the Commis- 
sion should not be open to public inspection and why they should 
not be required, when it appears necessary and desirable in 
proceedings before the Commission, to furnish information such 
as required in a questionnaire attached to the order setting 
the argument. Actual rates, character of shipments and other 
data are required in that questionnaire. 

No hearings have ever been held in Ex Parte MC 27, al- 
though it has twice been set for hearing. The proceeding was 
instituted last August. It is an investigation into the minimum 
charges, and the rules, regulations, or pratcices affecting such 
charges and the value of the service thereunder, applicable to 
the transportation by all contract carriers of all property except 
household goods, live stock, automobiles, petroleum products in 
tank trucks, and articles of unusual size or value, with a view 
to determining whether the minimum charges, etc., are in any 
respect in violation of the law, and of making orders in the 
premises, and of taking such other or further action, as the 
facts and circumstances may appear or warrant. 

The Commission, in its recitals in connection with the set- 
ting of the argument, says it appears that information relative 
to the actual charges, and the extent of the service to be ren- 
dered thereunder, also certain facts in respect of the number 
and forms of contracts, the number and types of vehicles 
operated, commodities transported, tonnage carried and miles 
operated in a representative period and certain other data in- 
dicated in the questionnaire, will be of value and should be 
required to be furnished to the Commission by the contract 
carriers. 

A further recital is that for consideration in proceedings 
before the Commission and for other purposes it may be de- 
sirable and in the public interest that such contracts now on 
file, or hereafter filed, be open to public inspection. 

The Commission says that a question has arisen whether 
under the motor carrier act it has authority to open contracts 
to public inspection, or to require a showing of the actual 
charges, in lieu of minimum charges, and, if it has such au- 
thority, whether it is reasonable and proper for the Commis- 
sion to require such showing. It adds, as showing why there 
should be arguments, that certain respondents in Ex Parte 
MC 27 have asked opportunity to be heard on the question. 


NEW ENGLAND MOTOR RATES 


Arrangements are being made by the Commission for an 
overhauling of the minimum rate structure it established in 
Ex Parte MC 22, New England motor carrier rates, 8 M. C. C. 
287, limited to one year. In that report division 5 said the 
proceeding would be reopened for further hearings at which 
respondents would be expected to submit a revision of the class 
rates prescribed to overcome major deficiencies which appeared 
to exist therein and to justify their commodity rate bases and 
many of their rules, regulations and practices. 

In a notice to the parties in that proceeding the Commis- 
sion said that in preparation for the further hearings it was 
considered desirable to lay before them a plan of procedure to 
be followed and the form of a questionnaire to be submitted 
to the motor carriers. The questionnaire, attached to the no- 
tice, is directed to both common and contract carriers and said 
the latter might compute their freight charges at their pub- 
lished minimum charges. It said they needed not to report 
their actual freight charges. 

The plan of procedure and the questionnaire, the notice 
says, are merely tentative; that before either is adopted the 
parties are invited to give the division the benefit of their 
comments and suggestions. The procedure to be followed and 
the form of the questionnaire to be sent, the notice said, would 
be adopted after consideration of the views of the parties. 

Letters containing the comments and suggestions of the 
parties, the notice said, should be mailed in time to reach the 
Commission on or before April 17. The general idea as to 
how the overhauling should be made is set forth by the Com- 
mission as follows: 


Division of hearings—Under the tentative plan, only the class rates 
and the rules and practices having general application would be con- 
sidered at the initial hearings. Later it would be decided whether all 
commodity rates should be considered at a single hearing, or at a 
series of hearings dealing separately with groups of commodities. This 
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would conserve the time of parties who may be interested in certain 
phases of the investigation and not in others. 

Places of hearings—Under the tentative plan, hearings would be 
held at Boston, Mass., and New York, N. Y. Later, if there is a show- 
ing that hearings at these points work to the disadvantage of parties 
distant from Boston and New York, consideration would be given to 
hearings at places more convenient to them. 

Scope of hearings—Some revision of the treated territory is neces- 


sary, and under the tentative plan the reopened investigation would in- 
clude rates between points in the following areas: 

1. Between points in New England; and 2. between points in New 
England, on the one hand, and on the other hand, points in Schenec- 
tady, Albany, Rensselaer, Columbia, Dutchess, Putman, Rockland, West- 
chester, Bronx, New York, Queens, Kings, Richmond, Nassau, and 
Suffolk Counties, N. Y.; Newburgh, N. Y.; points in Bergen, Essex, 
Hudson, and Union Counties, N. J.; points in Passaic County, N. J., 
on and east of U. S. Highway 202; points in Middlesex County, N. J., 
on and north of New Jersey Highway S 28; and Bound Brook, N. J. 

Rates to be considered—The tentative plan calls for the considera- 
tion of all class and commodity rates maintained between the points for 
local, joint, or proportional application, including rates to and from 
the ports on export, import, coastwise, and intercoastal traffic, and in- 
cluding rates maintained from points in a state to points in the same 
state applicable on interstate or foreign commerce, except rates on 
the following commodities: household goods and office and store fur- 
niture and fixtures; motor vehicles; sand, gravel, dirt, crushed stone, 
coal, and coke; live stock; dangerous explosives; and money, jewelry, 
works of art, and other articles of unusual value. 


MOTOR CARRIER REGULATION 


Representative Mapes, of Michigan, has introduced H. R. 
5500, a bill to amend the motor carrier act to exclude from 
federal regulation as to permit or certificate requirements any 
motor carrier lawfully engaged in an operation solely in any 
state, but which may carry between points in such state pas- 
sengers or property in interstate or foreign commerce. The 
bill provides, however, that rates, fares and charges appli- 
cable to such transportation of an interstate or foreign char- 
acter in so far as such traffic moves under joint through rates, 
fares and charges, or under proportional rates, fares and 
charges, shall be subject to the jurisdiction of the Commission, 
but such carrier shall otherwise, by reason of the local charac- 


ter of the operations of such carrier, be left subject to state 
jurisdiction and control. 


MOTOR PASSENGERS AND REVENUES 


Class I motor carriers, those having annual gross revenues 
of more than $100,000, had passenger revenue of $10,609,393 in 
December, 1938, as compared with $9,711,701 in December, 
1937, an increase of 9.2 per cent, according to a compilation, 
statement M-700, made by the Commission’s Bureau of Statistics 
of revenues and passengers of Class I motor carriers of pas- 
sengers, excluding charter or special, for December, 1938 and 
1937. The compilation, which covers 158 motor carriers of 
passengers in the United States, shows that those carriers car- 
ried 12,754,411 passengers in December, 1938, as compared with 
11,812,170 in December, 1937, an increase of 8 per cent. 


MOTOR ORDERS EFFECTIVE 


The following recommended orders have become effective 
as shown: 

MC 6332, Sub. No. 1, Charles Ernest Trubenbach, exten- 
sion, Clark, N. J., as of March 18; MC 25984, M. C. Williams, 
common carrier application, as of March 13; MC 30285, Sub. 
No. 1, Harold J. Stalsburg, extension of operations, Ivoryton, 
as of March 18; MC 30605, Sub. No. 3, Santa Fe Trail Trans- 
portation Co., Florence-Eldorado extension, as of March 18; 
MC 42058, Sub. No. 1, Heimerl Trucking Corporation, exten- 
sion of operations, as of March 15; MC 50032, Sub. No. 1, Larry 
Rudloff, extension of operation, Kansas, as of March 15; MC 
59310, Sub. No. 2, Sprout & Davis, Inc., Whiting-Central exten- 
sion, as of March 18; MC 63610, Crayton Rowlett, common 
carrier application, as of March 15; MC 63610, Sub. No. 1, 
Crayton Rowlett, extension of operations, as of March 15; MC 
63900, Sub. No. 1, Erwin Edward Falbe, extension, alternate 
route, as of March 15; MC 75665, Red Star Lines, Inc., common 
carrier application, as of March 6; MC 87909, Sub. No. 1, Wil- 
liam Weighley, extension, St. Paul, Minn., as of March 15; MC 
89209, Joseph R. Madden, common carrier application, as of 
March 13; MC 89223, A. E. Peterson, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of March 17; MC 89310, Emil Magnuson, common car- 
rier application, as of March 15; MC 89375, Thomas Loger, 
common carrier application, as of March 17; MC 89392, P. P. 
Ewald, contract carrier application, as of March 17; MC 89459, 
O. L. Cooley, common carrier application, as of March 17; MC 
89583, Harold Reed, common carrier application, as of March 
15; MC 89607, Tome Oil Co., contract carrier application, as of 
March 17; MC 89684, J. W. Craig and Maurice Saffle, common 
carrier application, as of March 17; MC 90078, Joseph Archi- 
prete, contract carrier application, as of March 15; MC 90387, 
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Thurman Campbell, common carrier application, as of March 
18; MC 90489, E. G. Cole, contract carrier application, as of 
March 15; MC 91239, Tom F. Turn, contract carrier applica- 
tion, as of March 17; MC 93491, Henry F. Boysen, common car- 
rier application, as of March 17; MC 95605, Marrill Taylor, com- 
mon carrier application, as of March 15; MC 95626, A. W. 
Mizner, common carrier application, as of March 17; MC 95636, 
Eugene Lemieux, common carrier application, as of March 15; 
MC 499, Sub. No. 2, William C. Miller, extension Kansas, as of 
March 21; MC 2136, Sub. No. 1, Clemans Truck Line, Inc., 
extension of operations, as of March 18; MC 11940, Sub. No. 2, 
Norman L. Bishop, extension of operations (silos), as of March 
16; MC 18048, Sub. No. 1, Romeo’s Auto Forwarding Co., 
extension of operation (Detroit to Buffalo), as of March 17; 
MC 21720, Sub. No. 1, N. B. Trucking Co., extension of opera- 
tions (Northampton to Charleston), as of March 16; MC 28378, 
Sub. No. 1, Shore’s Freight Service, Inc., extension of opera- 
tions, as of March 17; MC 30619, Sub. No. 1, Ratliff and Ratliff, 
extension of operations, additional commodities, as of March 
20; MC 31612, Sub. No. 1, Henry Johnson, common carrier ap- 
plication, as of March 17; MC 43144, Sub. No. 1, Walter A. 
Sabins and William A. Sabins, extension, New Jersey-New 
York, as of March 18; MC 45236, Lloyd P. Miller, common car- 
rier application, as of March 17; MC 50029, Sub. No. 2, A. H. 
Cameron (Rachel B. Cameron, administratrix), extension of 
operations, as of March 18; MC 53425, Sub No. 1, Zach Brooks, 
extension of operations, as of March 21; MC 60078, Sub. No. 1, 
H. B. Wolf, extension of operations, Coffeyville, as of March 16; 
MC 65644, Vanway Express Co., Inc., common carrier applica- 
tion, as of March 13; MC 73036, Robert Steiner, common car- 
rier application, as of March 20; MC 84420, Sub. No. 1, Henry 
Wear and Ignacio Rivas Venero, extension of operations, as of 
March 15; MC 86655, Sub. No. 2, Howerter Transport Service, 
extension, Wyoming, as of March 21; MC 88594, Carleton G. 
Whitaker, common carrier application, as of March 15; MC 
88768, Lyal Whittenbaugh, common carrier application, as of 
March 16; MC 89221, O. Granville Grinage, common carrier 
application, as of March 18; MC 89318, Gencarelli Coal and 
Oil Co., common carrier application, as of March 15; MC 89502, 
George S. Millard, common carrier application, as of March 16; 
MC 89568, Frank Gaisbauer, common carrier application, as of 
March 21; MC 89603, Petrus Peters, contract carrier applica- 
tion, as of March 16; MC 91194, Loren T. Holt, common carrier 
application, as of March 18; MC 91468, Joseph R. Lambert, 
common carrier application, as of March 21; MC 93389, Averil 
S. Foy, common carrier application, as of March 15; MC 93422, 
Sub. No. 1, Nathan Slobodinsky, extension of operation (beer), 
as of March 21; MC 93631, Pierre Morgan, common carrier 
application, as of Feb. 24; MC 93974, William Berner, contract 
carrier application, as of March 16; MC 94986, Joseph F. Keat- 
ing Realty Co., Inc., common carrier application, as of March 
16; MC 95158, Harley May, common carrier application, as of 
March 16; MC 95265, Sub. No. 1, John C. Robertson, extension 
of operations, as of March 16; MC 95281, Roy Parks, common 
carrier application, as of March 21; MC 95620, Alfred Frey, 
common carrier application, as of March 21; MC F-659, 
Keystone Freight Lines, purchase, Arthur Ross et al., as 
of March 28; MC F-667, Keystone Freight Lines, purchase, 
E. E. Wright, as of March 28; MC 878, Jeffersonville Trans- 
portation Company, common carrier application, as of March 
20; MC 6181, Sub. No. 2, Fred Lerner, extension, Baltimore, 
Md.-Germania, N. J., as of March 17; MC 12112, Roy G. 
Thompson, broker application, as of March 18; MC 12118, 
A. Johnson, broker application, as of March 20; MC 13581, 
Sub. No. 1, B. H. Naffziger and C. L. Naffziger, extension 
of operations, as of March 16; MC 15430, Ruben Lee Jef- 
fries, common carrier application, as of March 16; MC 47592, 
Sub. No. 1, C. L. Tyrrell, extension of operations, as of March 
15; MC 58938, Sub. No. 1, Squaw Transit Co., extension of 
operations, as of March 15; MC 61963, Cohen Brothers, con- 
tract carrier application, as of March 10; MC 69004, Post 
Road Transportation, common carrier application, as of March 
20; MC 5203, Simon Blinderman, common carrier application, 
as of March 20; MC 86526, Henry Bos, contract carrier applica- 
tion, as of March 18; MC 86527, Benjamin Essenberg, contract 
carrier application, as of March 18; MC 86528, George W. 
Waterman, contract carrier application, as of March 18; MC 
86532, August Vanden Broeck, contract carrier application, as 
of March 18; MC 86533, Louis Bialas, contract carrier appli- 
cation, as of March 18; MC 89351, William Shannon, common 
carrier application, as of March 15; MC 89397, C. H. Cox and 
C. G. Cox, contract carrier application, as of March 18; MC 
89486, Horace E. Clason, common carrier application, as of 
March 15; MC 89490, Ernest A. Herrman, common carrier ap- 
plication, as of March 15; MC 90105, Victor P. Bacigalupo, con- 
tract carrier application, as of March 16; MC 94437, Henry 
Forsyth, common carrier application, as of March 18; MC 94637, 
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Manley Alderson Shaw, common carrier application, as of 
March 16; MC 94730, Edward R. Dick, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of March 21; MC 94883, Harold Watson, common car- 
rier application, as of March 16; MC 95241, John P. Morge, 
common carrier application, as of March 16; MC 95251, Michael 
Lobosco, common carrier application, as of March 21; MC 
95331, Michael Lobosco, contract carrier application, as of 
March 21; MC 95348, C. A. Ward, Limited, common carrier 
application, as of March 21; MC 95371, Jeff R. Graham, common 
carrier application, as of March 21; MC 95412, Wendell W. 
Bryant, common carrier application, as of March 18; MC 95434, 
R. B. Davis, common carrier application, as of March 16; 
MC 1504, Sub. No. 18, Atlantic Greyhound Corporation, ex- 
tension of operations, Greenville-Taylors, as of March 23; 
MC 2554, Sub. No. 2, John Smith, extension of operations, 
as of March 17; MC 50440, Sub. No. 1, Merit Dress Delivery, 
extension of operations, off-route points, as of March 20; MC 
50493, Paul J. Miller, common carrier application, as of March 
23; MC 55472, Sub. No. 1, C. E. Harper, common carrier ap- 
plication, as of March 22; MC 68028, Sub. No. 1, Hammers 
Pursley, common carrier application, as of March 23; MC 86757, 
Eugene Ethier, contract carrier application, as of March 20; 
MC 88493, James A. Van Nice, contract carrier application, 
as of March 20; MC 89528, Bert P. Cresto, contract carrier 
application, as of March 23; MC 89677, Leon Ezra Aiken, com- 
mon carrier application, as of March 22; MC 89686, Paul A. 
Dixon, common carrier application, as of March 23; MC 90986, 
Sub. No. 1, Charles H. Green, extension, Albany, as of March 
23; MC 91395, Elwyn Kish, common carrier application, as of 
March 20; MC 91578, Hugh G. Perry, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of March 22; MC 92005, Ira C. Peters, common carrier 
application, as of March 22; MC 92111, Edward L. Raver, com- 
mon carrier application, as of March 20; MC 92477, Carlson and 
Erickson, common carrier application, as of March 23; MC 
92524, James Wallace Stewart, common carrier application, as 
of March 20; MC 92935, Frank Enbody, common carrier ap- 
plication, as of March 23; MC 93305, George R. McElheny, com- 
mon carrier application, as of March 23; MC 93385, Ernest R. 
Kinsky, common carrier application, as of March 23; MC 
93419, Lee Graham and Robert G. Seagraves, common carrier 
application, as of March 20; MC 94046, Union City Warehouse, 
common carrier application, as of March 23; MC 94238, Joe 
Christman, contract carrier application, as of March 20; MC 
94346, Roy E. Gaines, common carrier application, as of March 
20; MC 94481, Estacada-Molalla Stages, Inc., common carrier 


application, as of March 23; MC 94599, Andrew Alexander, 
common carrier application, as of March 20; MC 94600, Emelio 
de Nardo, common carrier application, as of March 20; MC 
94626, James Toncosh, common carrier application, as of March 
20; MC 94722, Claude O. McQuiston, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of March 20; MC 95222, Randall C. Mortensen, contract 
carrier application, as of March 20; MC 95302, Dale D. Barney, 
common carrier application, as of March 20; MC 95528, E. 
Lloyd Harding, common carrier application, as of March 23; MC 
95529, Floyd H. Harding, common carrier application, as of 
March 23; MC 95619, El. J. Ware, common carrier application, 
as of March 22; MC 95699, Morris Singer, contract carrier appli- 
cation, as of March 23; MC 28804, Sub. No. 1, Thomas M. 
Mooney, extension, Bonham-Durant, as of March 22; MC 84881, 
Eddie D. Parr, common carrier application, as of March 23; MC 
88297, Walter E. Scott, contract carrier application, as of March 
23; MC 88415, Allen H. Rhodes, common carrier application, as 
of March 25; MC 88621, H. G. Stauffer, contract carrier applica- 
tion, as of March 23; MC 88895, Gordon A. Jordan, contract 
carrier application, as of March 24; MC 88961, Henry E. 
Brown, contract carrier application, as of March 22; MC 89097, 
La Fay Lindeman, common carrier application, as of March 
25; MC 89115, Henry W. Foster, common carrier application, 
as of March 22; MC 89330, H. A. Wrage, common carrier 
application, as of March 23; MC 89482, Erastus Loveland Har- 
vey, contract carrier application, as of March 23; MC 89545, 
Alvin Barber, common carrier application, as of March 22; 
MC 90075, Lemuel Everett Appulin, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of March 20; MC 91324, Raymond A. Jones, contract 
carrier application, as of March 23; MC 91550, A. A. Litchfield, 
common carrier application, as of March 23; MC 92555, Paul 
Eichman, common carrier application, as of March 23; MC 
92974, Thomas George Hunter, common carrier application, 
as of March 22; MC 94175, M. J. Shiel, contract carrier ap- 
plication, as of March 23; MC 95208, Archie B. Ramage, com- 
mon carrier application, as of March 23; MC 95350, Ernest 
Caldwell, common carrier application, as of March 23; MC 
95399, Allen Bonthuis, common carrier application, as of March 
23; MC 95497, B. J. Scott, common carrier application, as of 
March 23; MC 95534, Clarence E. Herschler, common carrier 
application, as of March 25; MC 95201, Troll M. Gladden, 
common carrier application, as of March 25. 
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LOWER BUS FARES IN THE SOUTH 


The Commission, by division 5, refused to suspend tariffs 
filed by the Southeastern Greyhound proposing lower bus 
fares in southern territory and they became operative April 1. 
Tariffs of other bus companies in that territory, dated to be- 
come effective on later days in April, are pending. The refusal 
to suspend the tariffs of Southeastern Greyhound suggests that 
they, too, will be allowed to become operative. 

Southern railroads tried to have the Southeastern Grey- 
hound tariffs suspended with a view to having the Commission 
go into the question of what might be termed the relationship 
of fares by rail and by busses. They were joined in that move 
by the Carolina Coach Co. They are expected to continue the 
fight against other tariff proposing lower bus fares. 

Reductions in fares by busses grow out of, according to the 
defense of the motor carriers, the reduction of coach fares by 
the railroads to 1.5 cents a mile last January. The general idea 
of the bus lines, as stated by them in answer to protests of 
the railroads, was to restore, in a measure, the relationship in 
fares that existed prior to the return, last January, of the rail 
lines to the 1.5 cent a mile basis in coaches, after an experi- 
mental period with fares on a two cent basis in which their 
passenger revenues decreased. The Carolina Coach Co., while 
not directly competitive with the Southeastern Greyhound, 
claimed that the protested fares would cause loss of revenue 
to it and that the proposed fares violated the general spirit of 
the motor carrier act. 

The revision of fares proposed by the bus companies is in 
accordance with a mileage scale which recognizes the sup- 
posed principle that as the length of the haul increases the 
rate decreases. In accordance with that principle the reductions 
are greatest on the long hauls, the scale leveling off at five 
hundred miles and more with fares at 1.115 cents a mile. 


MOTOR APPLICANT WON’T WRITE 


The Commission, division 5, has come to the end of its 
patience, in its effort to persuade Henry H. Fahs, Jr., applicant 
in MC 63898, Henry H. Fahs, Jr., doing business as Fahs Motor 
Service, to write to it about his application as to his future 
intentions. In a “show cause” order, the Commission requires 
him to answer to it within 30 days of the date of the notice, 
showing cause why the application should not be denied. 

Mere telephonic confirmation by Mr. Fahs of the fact that 
he had ceased operating and would not therefore need a cer- 
tificate or permit has not satisfied the regulating body. The 
Commission, in giving notice of what it was thinking of doing 
to Fahs, whose address is York, Pa., said repeated efforts had 
been made to obtain from him a written petition for dismissal 
of the application, but he had failed to file the application for 
dismissal. Wherefore it used the heavy artillery of issuing a 
show cause order. 


MOTOR ACT PROSECUTIONS 


Judge Trimble, in the federal court for the eastern district 
of Arkansas, has fined Roy Smith, of Russellville, Ark., $25 on 
his plea of guilty to an information charging him with trans- 
porting lumber without a certificate, without having tariffs on 
file and without insurance, surety bond, or qualification as a 
self-insurer, in violation of the motor carrier act, according to 
a statement by Secretary Bartel, of the Commission. Smith 
transported shipments of lumber for the Arkmo Lumber Co. 
from Russellville, Ark., to points in Missouri and Oklahoma. 

H. F. Watson, of Prescott, Ark., has been fined $200 in the 
federal court for the eastern district of Arkansas on his plea 
of guilty to an information charging him with transporting 
lumber as a common carrier without a certificate, without 
having tariffs on file, and without insurance, bond or qualifica- 
tions as a self-insurer, in violation of the motor carrier act, 
according to Secretary Bartel, who said $500 of the $700 fine 
imposed was suspended and Watson was placed on probation for 
a year. Watson, the statement said, transported lumber for 
the Bierne Lumber Co., of Bierne, Ark., to points in Oklahoma 
and Missouri. 

Judge Allred in the federal court at Houston, Tex., accord- 
ing to a statement by Secretary Bartel, has imposed a fine of 
$250 on C. S. Ludwick, of Houston, Tex., doing business as 
Texas-Oklahoma Transit Co., on a plea of guilty to an infor- 
mation accusing him of granting rebates to L. R. Street, doing 
business as Houston Bonded Warehouse, in violation of the mo- 
tor carrier act. Ludwick, a common carrier, was charged with 
paying to Street 10 cents a hundred pounds in the guise of a 
pick-up and delivery allowance on 12 shipments accepted by 
Ludwick for transportation. 

Judge Allred has also, according to a statement by Secre- 
tary Bartel, imposed a fine of $2,100 on Four States Transit 
Co., Inc., of Houston, Tex., and Robert T. Herrin and Robert T. 
Hebert, president and vice-president of the transit company; 
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for violations of the motor carrier act. The statement said 
the defendant was charged with not only unlawfully transport- 
ing 16 shipments of household goods and oil field equipment 
for compensation without having authority therefor, but also 
with having sought to evade the regulations of the motor car- 
rier act by filing with the Commission and operating under the 
protection of an application containing false, fraudulent and 
fictitious representations in claiming operating rights under the 
grandfather clause of the motor carrier act. This allegedly 
fraudulent claim, the statement said, was based on operations 
which the applicant asserted had been performed by its prede- 
cessor in interest, A. J. Sebastian, doing business as Oakwood 
Transfer Co. The defendant’s grandfather claims, according 
to the secretary’s statement, had been denied by the Commis- 
sion effective March 1, 1938. The acts of transportation on 
which this prosecution was based took place, said the state- 
ment, prior to that date and while the application was pending. 
The corporation was fined $1,900 and the individuals $100 each 
for aiding and abetting the corporation, said the statement. 


EXPRESS MOTORWAYS 
A bill, S. 2028, to create a commission to study proposals 
for a national system of express motorways, has been introduced 
by Senator Frazier, of North Dakota. 


METROPOLITAN AREA BILL 


An adverse report on S. 1526, a bill amending the motor 
carrier act with respect to delineating boundaries of metropoli- 
tan areas in connection with administration of the act, has been 
made to the Senate interstate commerce committee by the 
Commission. Chairman Wheeler has appointed a subsommit- 
tee headed by Senator Stewart, of Tennessee, to consider the 
bill. . 


TEMPORARY MOTOR OPERATION 


In MC F-808, H. P. Welch Co., purchase, E. J. Scannell, 
Inc., the Commission, by division 5, has authorized, for a 
period not exceeding 180 days, temporary lease of operating 
rights and property of E. J. Scannell, Inc., of Charlestown, 
Mass., by H. P. Welch Co., of Somerville, Mass., at a rental of 
$500 a month. 

The Commission, by division 5, in MC F-827, Clover-Leaf 
Freight Lines, Inc., purchase, Clover-Leaf Motor Truck Trans- 
portation Co., Inc. (Andrew C. Baird, trustee), has authorized, 
for a period not exceeding 180 days, temporary lease of operat- 
ing rights and property of the Clover-Leaf Motor Truck Trans- 
portation Co., Inc., by Clover-Leaf Freight Lines, Inc., Detroit, 
Mich. 


EXCEPTIONS TO MOTOR REPORTS 


MC-F 661, Pacific Intermountain Express, operation, Pa- 
cific Intermountain Express of Colorado, Inc. Time for filing 
exceptions to recommended order extended to April 15. 

MC 90602, Ben Davis, common carrier application. Time 
for filing exceptions to recommended order extended to April 10. 


I. C. C. PRACTITIONERS 


The following have been admitted to practice before the 
Commission: George A. Aronson, East Liverpool, O.; Edward 
Earl Ashbaugh, Little Rock, Ark.; Irving Bershader, Callicoon, 
N. Y.; Edwin M. Blumenthal, Carlisle, Pa.; Robert H. Bosard, 
Minot, N. D.; C. P. Burnett, Jr., Seattle, Wash.; Milton K. Chap- 
man, Cliffside Park, N. J.; Austin V. Clifford, Indianapolis, Ind.; 
Charles Edwin Dare, Fort Wayne, Ind.; Louis P. Donovan, 
Shelby, Mont.; John Joseph Finn, Barre, Vt.; Louis Donies 
Gayer, San Angelo, Tex.; Wendell B. Gibson, Des Moines, Ia.; 
Thomas M. Green, Jr., Seattle, Wash.; Howard M. Gulickson, 
Billings, Mont.; Edmond W. Hebel, Indianapolis, Ind.; Alfred S. 
Horowitz, New York, N. Y.; John S. Howland, Des Moines, 
Ia.; Dink James, Greenville, N. C.; Sidney Joseph Kagan, Bos- 
ton, Mass.; Augustine J. Kelly, Newark, N. J.; James Lloyd 
Kerr, San Angelo, Tex.; Henry A. Kiker, Santa Fe, N. M.; 
David Sand Kohn, Harrisburg, Pa.; Jacob J. Kressler, Worces- 
ter, Mass.; Max S. Mahler, New York, N. Y.; Albert D. Mathe- 
son, Detroit, Mich.; George Albert Montrose, Gardnerville, Nev.; 
Irving Morris, Newark, N. J.; James Pierce Mozingo, III, 
Darlington, S. C.; Robert Emmett O’Connor, Charleston, W. 
Va.; Thomas S. Pointer, Jeffersonville, Ind.; Seth Q. Pulver, 
Owosso, Mich.; Homer Erwin Rosenberg, Chicago, Ill.; William 
Ryan, Newark, N. J.; Edwin Forrest Sanders, Lordsburg, N. M.; 
Frank G. Schemanske, Detroit, Mich.; James E. Shelvy, St. 
Louis, Mo.; Alfred S. Sherwin, Fall River, Mass.; Henry M. 
Shughart, Kansas City, Mo.; Samuel Solomon, Union City, N. J.; 
Lester R. Stiner, Hastings, Neb.; Charles Holmes Wager, St. 
Louis, Mo.; William J. Wise, Cincinnati, O.; Harold K. Wood, 
West Chester, Pa.; Cyril Granville Wyche, Greenville, S, C.; 
Aaron Yasinow, Buffalo, N. Y. 
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INTERCOASTAL SHIPPING PROBLEM 


In their annual report to stockholders of the American- 
Hawaiian Steamship Company, R. D. Lapham, chairman of the 
board, and Edward P. Farley, chairman of the executive com- 


mittee, dealing with the subject of “intercoastal shipping and 
the railroads,” say: 


The greater speed and convenience of rail transportation naturally 
results in the railroad rate structure acting as a ‘‘ceiling’’ under which 
intercoastal rates must be kept to prevent a diversion of intercoastal 
traffic to rail carriers. Because of this, the maintenance of trans- 
continental rail rates at their present level presents a serious obstacle 
to the replacement of intercoastal fleets with new tonnage, and provides 
little margin to cover further increases in the operating expenses of 
intercoastal carriers. 

The transcontinental rail rates on the principal intercoastal com- 
modities are competitive rates that have been put into effect for the 
purpose of diverting traffic from intercoastal lines. In some cases, the 
return to the rail carrier is little more than out-of-pocket cost of trans- 
porting the goods. Further reductions in these rates would destroy 
intercoastal earning power and threaten the existence of intercoastal 
shipping. The seriousness of this situation is aggravated by the threat 
of legislation which would permit rail carriers to publish lower rates 
for longer hauls without the prior approval of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. If given this authority, there is little doubt but that it 
will be used in an attempt to eliminate intercoastal competition. 

It is difficult to see how there can be any permanent solution to 
this question so long as regulation of rail and water rates is not coordi- 
nated and centralized in a single agency. Clearly, the Maritime Com- 
mission today cannot protect the water lines from destructive railroad 
competition. Neither does the Interstate Commerce Commission exer- 
cise any jurisdiction over the port-to-port rates of the intercoastal 
carriers, whose competition the railroads are attempting to meet. Cer- 
tainly, each of these important modes of transportation has an essential 
function to fulfill in our national system of transportation, and only by 
coordination of rate regulation and by centralizing this authority in a 
single agency, can each be developed so as to best perform the service 
for which it is best fitted. 


In discussing the effect of trans-continental rates on intercoastal 
shipping, it should be appreciated that with respect to traffic originat- 
ing at or destined to points adjacent to the seaboard, increases in many 
cases might be made without diverting the business to the railroads. 
However, increased rates on such commodities would divert to the rail- 
roads a substantial amount of tonnage moving to or from points further 
removed from the terminal ports. No doubt, a comprehensive system 
of joint rail-and-water rates and joint truck-and-water rates would be 
helpful in extending the usefulness of intercoastal shipping, while, at 
the same time, preserving a port-to-port rate structure that would not 
be destructive. Clearly, if the railroads serving the seaboard cooperated 
with intercoastal shipping to the extent to which they now cooperate 
with the transcontinental railroads in shrinking their local rates on 
through business, intercoastal shipping would be benefited and its use 
by the public extended. 


Legislative Action 


In their recommendations for legislative action, they say: 


We recommend legislation to accomplish the following: 

(1) The coordination of regulation of competing forms of transpor- 
tation, centralizing this function in a single federal agency. (In our 
judgment, the agency selected to regulate the rates of competing forms 
of transportation should, so far as possible, be free from administrative, 
financial and promotional duties. It should be mandated to build up 
and develop each form of transportation in such manner as to best 
serve the public interest.) Such legislation should include the require- 
ment of a certificate of public necessity and convenience for lines oper- 
ating in intercoastal commerce. This requirement is essential in view 
of the excessive competition created by the sale of government tonnage 
at low prices and the additional competition that is threatened due to 
the present program for the enlargement of the American Merchant 
Marine in foreign trade. The regulation should also include such control 
over industrial carrier operation as is necessary to prevent such car- 
riers from utilizing their position in the trade to control the trans- 
portation costs of industrial competitors to the public detriment. 

(2) In the event such legislation is not enacted, the merchant 
marine act should be amended to require a finding by the Commission, 
after public hearing, that any additional intercoastal service resulting, 
either directly or indirectly, from the granting of subsidy contracts or 
from the sale or charter of ships by the Commission, is required in the 
public interest and will not act as a deterrent to the replacement of 
intercoastal fleets. 

(3) That the requirement of government approval on transfer of 
flag, except in so far as such transfers are controlled by contractual 
relationships, be restored to the form contained in the 1916 act, that is, 
that such approval be required only in times of war or national emer- 
gency as declared by the President. 

(4) Relief from federal income taxes on profits set aside for the 
replacement of ships should be granted to intercoastal operators to 
correspond with the relief now extended to American lines in foreign 
trade. 


Intercoastal Subsidies 


(1) Operating Subsidies: We believe that the granting of operating 
subsidies, directly or indirectly, to intercoastal shipping is unsound, is 
not required in the public interest, and would unfairly impair the earn- 
ing power of intercoastal carriers not receiving such aid, as well as of 
competing forms of transportation. It is felt that the establishment of 
such a policy would eventually lead to the extension of government aid 
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to competing forms of transportation, to the detriment of intercoastal 
shipping. 


(2) Construction Aid: Such aid can be justified only on grounds 
of national defense, and would be manifestly unfair to existing inter- 
coastal services as well as other forms of transportation unless it were 
made contingent on the permanent withdrawal of a larger amount of 
older tonnage theretofore operated in the trade. 

(3) Panama Canal Tolls: Elimination or substantial curtailment of 
Panama Canal tolls has been advocated at various times as an aid for 
intercoastal shipping. In our judgment, the elimination of the tolls or 
their reduction below the amount that would yield a reasonable return 
on the actual commercial cost of the canal would be of no permanent 
benefit to intercoastal shipping and might eventually result in greater 
aid being extended to competing forms of transportation. 


INTERCOASTAL TIME RATE CHARTER 


In exceptions and brief in support thereof in Maritime 
Commission No. 506, intercoastal time charter rate of Mallory 
Transport Lines, Inc., the carrier mentioned asked the com- 
mission to disapprove the proposed report of Examiner C. W. 
Robinson (see Traffic World, March 11, p. 554), and pass only 
on those issues it claims are lawfully raised under its order 
instituting the proceeding. 

Mallory Transport Lines, Inc., asks the commission to find 
that time charters are not within the intercoastal shipping act, 
1933, as amended, and therefore says that its westbound tariff, 
accepted for filing by the commission November 15, 1938, 
should be removed from the files because no tariff or schedules 
of rates, fares, charges, classifications, rules or regulations are 
required to be filed by an owner or time-chartered owner who 
time-charters his vessel to another. 

“That even if it be assumed that the Maritime Commission 
has jurisdiction over time-charters, the suspension herein should 
be lifted because respondent’s tariff herein is an initial tariff 
and because it has been affirmatively shown that the level of 
the time-charter rate therein was compensatory and lawful 
and because any defects of form in the tariff and schedules 
should in fairness be corrected by amendment under the guid- 
ance of the rate and tariff bureau of the Maritime Commission,” 
said the company. 

Particularly in view of the attempt by the examiner in the 
second half of his report to go outside the issues as defined in 
the statute and to make findings against the Mallory Corpora- 
tion not a party to the proceedings, says the brief, oral argu- 
ment on the exceptions is most urgently requested. It is alleged 
in the brief that by bringing the C. D. Mallery Corporation 
into the matter the examiner goes outside of the issues created 
by the order instituting the proceeding. 

The fundamental issue presented by the case, says the brief, 
is whether when Mallory Transport Lines, Inc., time-chartered 
the vessel, Malantic, to Kieckhefer Container Co. under the 
usual government time charter from Mallory thereby consti- 
tuted itself a contract carrier within the meaning of the inter- 
coastal act of 1933. The time charter party in question, it 
added, was entered into October 20, 1938. Mallory did not, it 
added, believe that as owner of the vessel (or as time-chartered 
owner thereof) was a contract carrier or indeed, a carrier at 
all. It therefore then filed no tariff, it said, with the commis- 
sion, but did file the tariff in question on suggestion of Mr. 
Nelson, director of the division of regulations, who, the brief 
said, wrote Mallory suggesting that it consider whether a 
tariff should not be filed. The brief asked that the proceeding 
be dismissed. 


CONSTRUCTION OF SHIPS 


“More vessels are now under construction in American 
shipyards than at any other time in recent years,” according 
to a statement issued by the Department of Commerce. 

Commander R. S. Field, director of the Bureau of Marine 
Inspection and Navigation, reports a total of 291 merchant 
ships, aggregating 546,705 gross tons, were under construction 
or under contract to be built as of February 1, 1939. 

“This notable increase in construction of merchant vessels 
is in sharp contrast with figures of past years when few 
American boats were being built,” said he. 

The United States had 1,339 merchant ships of more than 
2,000 gross tons as compared to 2,540 in the same category 
sailing under the Union Jack of Great Britain. The United 
States merchant marine as now constituted has a capacity 
of 7,990,682 gross tons as compared with 16,031,404 gross tons 
credited to Great Britain. 

The increase in the number of big merchant ships now 
under construction is interpreted by commerce department 
officials as an encouraging trend in the development of the 
United States merchant fleet. In February, 1939, 82 new ves- 
sels aggregating 26,752 gross tons were documented for the 
first time under the American flag for service as merchant ships. 
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RESIGNATION WITHDRAWN 


The Traffic World New York Bureau 


Withdrawal of its resignation temporarily from the Inter- 
coastal Freight Rate Steamship Conference was announced by 
the Luckenbach Steamship Co. on April 3. The resignation 
was to have become effective on April 24. This action was 
accompanied by the following statement: 


Luckenbach Steamship Company, Inc., feels that one of the princi- 
pal objects of its resignation of February 21 from Intercoastal Steam- 
ship Freight Association has been accomplished by the institution of 
investigation of the U. S. Maritime Commission under Docket 514. 
Furthermore, it feels it would be most unfortunate to have the present 
association organization disrupted, and has withdrawn its resignation 
which was to have become effective April 24, concurrently filing an- 
other resignation to become effective sixty days from April 3, this lat- 


ter action being entirely of a technical nature, and against any eventual- 
ities that may develop. 


John E. Cushing, president of the American Hawaiian 
Line, following a meeting of the conference officials called to 
receive the Luckenbach announcement, declared that “the 
American Hawaiian Line would not be influenced by the action 
of the Luckenbach Line.” Its resignation becomes effective 
April 24. 

The Intercoastal Steamship Freight Association, of which 
Harry S. Brown is chairman, was to have held a general meet- 
ing in Chicago on April 12, but the meeting, as a result of the 
commission’s inquiry, has been postponed to a date to be set 
later. No statement was issued by the association as to the 
possible effect upon conditions which had brought about the 
original notice by the Luckenbach line and the American 
Hawaiian Line which served notice at the same time. 


RATES ON WHISKEY 
The Traffic World New York Bureau 


Denial was made by Harry S. Brown, chairman of the 
Intercoastal Steamship Freight Association, on April 4 that the 
conference.companies planned to begin a rate war on whiskey 
shipments from the Atlantic to the Pacific coast. He added, 
however, that they intended to protect their position if com- 
peting lines make drastic reductions. He left the inference that 
they would adjust their whisky rates to bring them in line with 
reductions recently announced by the railroads. The railroads, 
it was pointed out, will reduce their whisky rates from $2.50 
to 2.35 a hundred pounds, effective May 15, while the Morgan 
Line, which, with its parent company, the Southern Pacific Rail- 
road, will reduce its joint water-rail rates from New York to 
the coast from $2.41 to $2.25. The all-water rate of the con- 
ference lines is now 1.54%, while the intercoastal lines operat- 
ing from Gulf ports to the coast have a rate of $1.41. The 
Shepard Line, an independent carrier in the north-Atlantic- 
west coast run, has a rate of $1.40. 

“The north Atlantic carriers have no intention of waging 
a rate war on whisky shipments,” Mr. Brown said, “but will, 
as a matter of course, have to protect their position, if com- 
peting carriers make drastic reductions. The facts as to exist- 
ing rate relationship between the different intercoastal carriers 
and the railroads, as well as the demoralized effects of the 
steamer Walter D. Munson charter, certainly show that the 
Atlantic carriers are, in no sense of the word, responsible for 
breaking down the whiskey rates either by rail or water.” 

Reports that a rate war is imminent originated in New 
Orleans where the Board of Harbor Commissioners filed peti- 
tions with the I. C. C. and the Maritime Commission request- 
ing that regulatory action be taken to forestall a threatened 
rate war between railroads and steamship lines on whiskey 
shipments. 

The Walter D. Munson was chartered some time ago by 
a big distiller to move a cargo of whisky from New York to 
the West coast. 





Washington, D. C.—The New Orleans port commissioners 
have asked the Commission and the Maritime Commission to 
suggest to all carriers, rail and water, including owners and 
charterers of the steamship Walter D. Munson, that they hold 
in abeyance action on rates until the two commissions can con- 
duct an investigation and jointly agree on a basis of rates, “that 
will be equitable and fair for the shippers, the steamship lines, 
the transcontinental railroads and the ports.” 

This is the second effort on the part of the port commis- 
sioners to prevent what it deems to be imminent—a disruption 
of the transcontinental rate structure. Its first effort was 
made on an assumption that reports of the resignation of the 
Luckenbach Steamship Company and the American-Hawaiian 
Steamship Company from the North Atlantic Intercoastal Con- 
ference meant the initiation of a rate war. 
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“We can well see that if a rate disturhance is started on 
whiskey” (see Traffic World, April 1. p. 741), “it will soon 
breed enough dissension and animosity to start ‘sniping’ at 
other commodities and once this is begun it is only a short 
jump to a general rate war,” say the port commissioners. 

The New Orleans petitioners refer in their request for 
joint action to reports they have heard that the North Atlantic 
Intercoastal Conference intends to reduce the rate on whiskey 
from north Atlantic ports to the Pacific ports and that the 
transcontinental railroads would also make a cut in the rate on 
whiskey from the east to the west. They speak of the disturb- 
ance in the whiskey rate structure as a “little independent rate 
war” involving the Gulf and north Atlantic intercoastal lines 
which they think will be independent of the suspected general 
intercoastal rate war. 

In further effort to prevent consummation of the charter 
of the steamer Walter D. Munson to carry a cargo of whiskey 
from Baltimore to the Pacific coast, Harry S. Brown, chairman 
of the Intercoastal Steamship Freight Association, in a message 
to the Maritime Commission has questioned the legality of that 
charter under section 9 of the shipping act. That section pro- 
hibits chartering of an American vessel to anyone not a citizen 
of the United States except under regulations prescribed by 
the commission. Mr. Brown asked whether the commission 
had examined the charter to ascertain whether it violated the 
regulations. He expressed the hope that the regulations were 
adequate to protect regulated carriers against such charter 
operations. Mr. Brown also called attention to section 2 requir- 
ing that any corporation operating a vessel in the coastwise 
trade be 75 per cent owned by American citizens. 


The questioning of the legality of the transaction was based 
on an allegation that the chartering corporation was a sub- 
sidiary of a foreign, British, corporation. The Munson, under- 
going repairs on Staten Island, was expected, said Mr. Brown, 
to begin taking cargo at Baltimore the week beginning April 
9. He said he understood the ship was chartered by Joseph 
E. Seagram & Sons, Inc., described as a wholly owned sub- 
sidiary of a foreign corporation. Mr. Brown also brought the 
matter to the attention of the Department of Commerce. 


PACIFIC-EUROPEAN OCEAN RATES 


With a warning to the carriers that it is conducting a study 
on a phase of the subject involved, the Maritime Commission 
has found nothing unlawful in Pacific Coast European Con- 
ference agreements and consequently has discontinued No. 
477, in the matters of rates, charges, rules and practices of 
Pacific conference carriers et al. The finding is as to the 
respondent carriers, either individually or under and pursuant 
to their conference relationship. The agreements involved were 
Nos. 5200, 5200-A, B, C and D. 

Testimony, according to the report, concerned the ex- 
porting of apples, ‘pears and lumber via the respondent steam- 
ship lines. The testimony dealing with apples and pears was 
summarized by the commission under allegations as follows: 
The lines had not reduced their charges in line with return to 
shippers and exporters; the pear rate was out of line with the 
apple rate; the requirement that pears for export must move 
to the port in iced rail cars was unreasonable; and shippers 
had not been given fair consideration in presenting their prob- 
lems to the carriers and did not receive sufficient notice of 
rate changes. 


It is in connection with regard to relations between the 
conference members and shippers that the study is being con- 
ducted by the Commission. The regulating body found that 
the record disclosed that the practices of the carriers under 
the conference agreements had not at all times been such as to 
promote commerce from the United States as provided in 
agreement No. 5200. The commission in part said: 


While there is no detailed description of the duties imposed upon 
conference members by section 15 of the shipping act, 1916, it seems 
appropriate to state that the advantages of group action in rate mat- 
ters and exemption from the anti-trust laws with the subsequent elimi- 
nation of competition, flowing to carriers by approval of a conference 
agreement, are not gratuitous grants. They are intended, in further- 
ance of the policies of the shipping act, to develop and encourage the 
maintenance of a merchant marine and to build up the commerce of 
the United States, and they, therefore, place upon conference members 
the duty to consider shippers’ needs and problems, and to provide for 
the orderly receipt and careful consideration of shippers’ requests with 
full opportunity for exchange of views. 


Because it was conducting this study as to the extent 
of shipper cooperation, the commission said no finding was 
made requiring a change of procedure by the parties to agree- 
ment No. 5200 with respect to matters involved in the pres- 
ent proceeding. 
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WAR RISK INSURANCE 
The Traffic World New York Bureau 


Advances in war risk insurance rates by marine under- 
writers on traffic to Europe and elsewhere went into effect April 
3. With regard to traffic to or from Europe, an advance in the 
rate on exports from the Atlantic and Gulf coasts of the Amer- 
ican continent to Baltic ports, except Stockholm and Swedish ports 
south thereof from % per cent to 5 per cent were announced. 
Exports from Pacific ports take a rate of % per cent higher, 
or % per cent. For points east of Suez, excluding Japan, China 
and Hong Kong, Dairen and Manchoukuo and Australasia, the 
rates via Suez remain unchanged at % per cent on ships flying 
a foreign flag and *% per cent for ships under the American 
flag; rates via the Cape of Good Hope are also unchanged %4 
per cent foreign and 1.8 per cent American. Rates via Panama 
and trans-Pacific have been the same, 1.8 per cent, whether 
under a foreign or American flag; the trans-Pacific rate remains 
at this figure but the rate via Panama is doubled to % per 
cent. Rates to or from China, including Hong Kong, Dairen 
and Manchoukuo via Suez, have been increased from % per 
cent to % per cent under foreign flag and from % per cent to 
1% per cent under American flag. Via the Cape these rates 
have been increased from % per cent to % per cent under for- 
eign flag and from % per cent to % per cent under American 
flag. The trans-Pacific rate remains unchanged, %4 per cent 
under either foreign or American flag. The rate via Panama, 
however, is changed from ™% per cent to % per cent under 
either foreign or American flag. 

Rates to or from Japan via Suez remain unchanged, 4% per 
cent under foreign flag and % under American flag. Rates to 
or from Japan via the Cape are now quoted as % per cent under 
foreign flag and %4 per cent under American flag. Rates to 
or from Japan via Panama are doubled to 4 per cent under 
either foreign or American flag but trans-Pacific rates to or 
from Japan remain % per cent under either flag. In marine 
insurance circles it is expected that changes in war risk rates 
will be frequent for a time as the situation in Europe develops. 


RENEWAL OF VESSEL LICENSES 


Chairman Bland, of the House committee on merchant ma- 
rine and fisheries, has reported favorably, without amendment, 
H. R. 1784, a bill to amend section 4498 of the revised statutes 
of the United States, relative to the renewal of licenses of 
vessels. The purpose of the bill is to remove a hardship aris- 
ing by reason of a technicality which has led to a considerable 
amount of misunderstanding, confusion, and apparent injustice 
to masters of vessels who have acted in good faith in present- 
ing the licenses for renewal, says the report, adding that as a 
result they are penalized $10. 


PROPOSED WATER RATES PROTESTED 


The Ericsson Line, Inc., and the Middle Atlantic States 
Motor Carriers’ Conference have asked the Maritime Commis- 
sion to suspend the tariff of the Baltimore-Trenton Line, USMC 
No. 1, applying between Baltimore, Philadelphia and Camden, 
effective Anril 15. The protestants allege that the rates con- 
tained in the tariff reflect a differential of approximately 10 
per cent under the standard scale of rates published between 
the before mentioned points. They say that if the rates are 
allowed to become effective they would be obliged to meet 
them and that such action would result in a rate war between 
the motor carriers and the Ericsson Line. 


MERCHANT MARINE LEGISLATION 
The House committee on merchant marine and fisheries 
will resume hearings April 19 on H. R. 5130, the bill carrying 
amendments to the shipping and merchant marine acts recom- 
mended by the Maritime Commission. 


HELMBOLD ACTING DIRECTOR 
The Maritime Commission has announced the appointment 
of Gerald H. Helmbold as acting director of operations and 
traffic of the commission, effective on the resignation, April 8, 
of Director M. L. Wilcox (see Traffic World, April 1). Mr. 
Helmbold has served as assistant to the director of operations 
and traffic since January, 1938. 


REVISED COMMERCE REPORTS 


The Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors, War 
Department, and the Maritime Commission have announced the 
publication of a revised report, port series No. 4, on the ports 
of Philadelphia, Pa., Camden and Gloucester, N. J. The re- 
port says, in addition to other shipping facilities, the port of 
Philadelphia has a total of 191 piers, wharves, and docks, ex- 
cluding those at the navy yard; Camden has 71 piers, wharves, 
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and docks along the water front, and Gloucester has 12. It 
said that in the 5-year period, 1932-36, inclusive, Philadelphia 
port traffic averaged 20,141,206 short tons a year, 23.1 per cent 
of which was foreign traffic, 48 per cent coastwise, and the 
remainder internal, local, and intraport traffic. In the year 
1937, it said, the port had a total of 11,599,240 short tons of 
waterborne commerce. The port of Camden, it said, had 
total tonnage of 2,169,162 short tons in 1937, less than 10 per 
cent being foreign. 

Regular scheduled sailings between Philadelphia and the 
principal world trade areas and to and from domestic ports 
on the Pacific, Gulf and Atlantic coasts are offered by 66 
steamship lines which operate 84 services and provide an av- 
erage of 209 monthly sailings from Philadelphia, says the 
report, adding that in 1936 Philadelphia interchanged traffic 
with 69 countries. 


SHIP COMPANY ORDER 


The National Labor Relations Board has issued a proposed 
order directing the Southern Pacific Co., operators of the Mor- 
gan Lines, to disestablish the South Texas Longshoremen’s 
Association and to cease discouraging membership in the In- 
ternational Longshoremen’s Association, A. F. of L. affiliate. 
The company was also directed to reinstate with back pay 21 
employes who were denied employment in order to discourage 
membership in the I. L. A. The board said that the company 
sponsored and aided in the organization of the South Texas 
Longshoremen’s Association. 


LUMBER COMPANY PETITION DENIED 


The Maritime Commission has denied complainant’s sup- 
plemental petition for reconsideration of the report and order 
in No. 421, B. M. Arthur Lumber Co., Inc., vs. American- 
Hawaiian Steamship Co. 


CABBAGE TO HOBOKEN AND PHILADELPHIA 


The Louisville & Nashville has requested the Maritime 
Commission to decline to grant special permission application 
No. 10 of Pan Atlantic Steamship Corporation seeking authority 
to advance the effectice date of reduced rates on cabbage from 
Mobile to Hoboken and Philadelphia effective on short notice. 
Protestants declare that to reduce further these rates will only 
result in sacrifice of revenue and request that proposed rates 
be suspended. 


ALLOTMENT OF WAGES BY SEAMEN 
Chairman Bland, of the House committee on merchant 
marine and fisheries, has reported favorably, without amend- 
ment, H. R. 199, a bill relating to the allotment of wages by 
seamen. The purpose of the bill is to amend the statute so as 
to permit allotments of savings by seamen to savings accounts, 
and to maintain such accounts. 


INTERNATIONAL LAKE SERVICE 


W. E. Arscott, general agent in Chicago for the Canada 
Atlantic Transit Company of the United States, announces that 
the first vessel out of Chicago this season will sail April 28. The 
first steamer out of Deport Harbor, Ontario, the Canadian home 
port, will sail April 25. 

This service, familiarly known as the Cat Line, is now in 
its fortieth year. The fleet operates in conjunction with the rail 
services of the Grand Trunk and Canadian National Railways. 


LAKE ERIE-OHIO CANAL 

Representative Shafer, of Michigan, in extension of re- 
marks in the Congressional Record of April 3, included an attack 
on the proposed canal linking Lake Erie with the Ohio River 
made by D. B. Robertson, president of the Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen. 

In the same record, Senator Davis, of Pennsylvania, had 
published an editorial from the Pittsburgh Press urging that 
Congress refuse to approve the project. 

Army engineers reported the project, estimated to cost 
$209,000,000, would be justified unless the railroads serving 
the area reduced their rates 29 cents a ton. 


INTANGIBLE PROPERTY ARGUMENT 


Argument was made before division 5, April 6, by John R. 
Turney in behalf of Greyhound bus interests, in MC F-344, 
Southwestern Greyhound Lines, Inc., and other lines of that 
system, applicants in cases joined with the one mentioned, on 
a question raised by the exclusion proposed by the examiner of 
upward of $3,000,000 of stock the companies desired to Issue 
on the ground that that would represent intangible value so- 
called. The applicants asked for modification of the report, 
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The applicants asked authority to issue common stock to 
present stockholders in proportion to their present holdings. 
Mr. Turney argued that the $3,000,000 which the examiner pro- 
posed to exclude, represented actual cash invested in operating 
property which had appreciated rather than depreciated in 
value, and, as such, would be properly included in the valua- 
tion of the companies. He said that even if the $3,000,000 was 
lawfully excludible that the admitted investment of the com- 
panies was far in excess of the total of debts, plus capital 
stock, and that there was nothing in the situation that was 
incompatible with the public interest, nor anything incompati- 
ble with that interest in having a stated value for no-par stock, 
which value might be greater or less than the actual invest- 
ment. He insisted there was no sale of stock proposed and no 
dealing in stock under the terms of section 10 of the Clayton 
anti-trust act, and that the transaction was in strict accord 
with the letter and spirit of the law. 


U. S. BARGE LINE EXTENSION 
Extension of the services and operations of the Inland 
Waterways Corporation, the government barge line agency, to 
Carrabelle, Fla., is provided for in H. R. 5472, a bill introduced 
by Representative Caldwell, of Florida. 


MISSOURI RIVER PROJECT 


Secretary of War Woodring has forwarded to Congress a 
report of Major General Schley, chief of engineers of the War 
Department, recommending the adoption of a project for the 
Missouri River between Sioux City and the mouth of that river. 
The project, according to the War Department’s statement, 
provides for a channel 9 feet deep and width not less than 300 
feet, to be obtained by revetment of banks, construction of 
permeable dikes to contract and stabilize the waterway, cut- 
offs to eliminate long bends, closing of minor channels, removal 
of snags, and dredging as required, at an estimated construc- 
tion cost of $6,000,000, in addition to the amounts previously 


authorized, and with no increase in the annual maintenance 
of $4,500,000. 





BOSTON TERMINAL FOR LEASE 


The Maritime Commission has announced that it is prepar- 
ing to negotiate with responsible parties desiring to lease the 
Boston Terminal. This terminal, the commission said, was op- 
erated at present by the Piers Operating Co. under a five-year 
lease, expiring June 30. Under the provisions of the merchant 
marine act, 1936, as amended, the commission is authorized to 
operate or lease properties under its control “consistent with 
prudent business methods.” 


PLYWOOD COMPLAINT DISMISSED 


The Maritime Commission has dismissed No. 467, Pacific 
Forest Industries vs. Blue Star Line, Ltd., et al., finding rates 
on plywood from United States Pacific ports to Europe, Asia 
and Africa had not been shown to be unduly prejudicial, un- 
justly discriminatory or detrimental to the commerce of the 
United States as alleged. 

In its report the commission pointed out that from the 
record it appeared that foreign government import restrictions 
and customs duties, preference for cheaper European wood, 
and unfavorable economic conditions abroad were largely re- 
sponsible for a diminishing exportation of American plywood. 
Since 1935, it said, the rate to Europe had been increased from 
50 to 70 cents. However, said the report, more plywood was 
transported at rates of 55 cents in 1936 and 60 cents in 1937, 
than at the 50 cent rate in 1935. As further evidence that the 
assailed rates were not shown to be unlawful, the commission 
observed that British Columbia exporters had experienced a 
tremendous increase in their export ,business to the same des- 


tinations at identical rates charged American exporters of 
plywood. 


SHIP MORTGAGE INSURANCE REGULATIONS 


The Maritime Commission has promulgated regulations 
with respect to transactions and operations in federal ship 
mortgage insurance fund debentures. The regulations prescribe 
the form of the debentures, providing that they may be issued 
in denominations of $50, $100, $500, $1,000, $5,000 and $10,000; 
designate the Treasury Department to act as agent of the 
commission in connection with transactions and operations in 
such debentures; provide for relief on account of lost, stolen, 
destroyed, mutilated or defaced debentures; provide for re- 
demption prior to maturity; provide for administration of the 
regulations by the Secretary of the Treasury or the acting 
secretary; and provide for revocation or amendment of the 
regulations or the issuance of supplemental or amendatory rules 
and regulations governing debentures or interest thereon, such 
action to be taken by the commission with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 
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Questions and Answers 


N this column will be answered questions of both legal and practical 
nature that confront persons dealing with traffic. A specialist on inter- 
state commerce law, who is a member of our special service department, 
will give his opinion in answer to any simple question relating to the law 
of interstate transportation of freight. The same man, with long experience 
and wide knowledge, will answer questions relating to practical traffic prob- 


lems. We do not desire to take the place of the traffic man but to help him 
in his work. 


The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this column any question, 
legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to answer or that involves a 
situation too complex for the kind of investigation herein contemplated. If a 
more comprehensive answer to a question is desired than is thought proper for 
this column, the department will answer it by letter for a reasonable charge. 


No attention will be paid to anonymous communications or questions 
from nonsubscribers. 


Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Traffic Service Corporation, Earle Building, Washington, D. C. 
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Tariff Interpretation 


Washington.—Question: Your answer to Washington on 
page 1350 of the December 24 issue of the Traffic World relat- 
ing to lake-and-rail rates on shingles to northeast Pennsylvania 
and other points subject to the Buffalo basis is not very clear 
and we are unable to arrive at any satisfactory conclusion as 
to whether you uphold our contention, or reject it, as you will 
note your tariff numbers are more or less mixed up. 

Will you kindly advise further? 


Answer: In Great Lakes Transit Corporation Tariff G. 
F. D. 147, I. C. C. 145, Buffalo, N. Y., and likewise Al- 
bany, N. Y., are subject to Rule No. 10 of this tariff, that is, 
Rule 10 is referred to in connection with these points on pages 
10 to 12 of the tariff. Under Rule No. 10 the rates provided 
in this tariff will also apply to stations taking the same rates 
or arbitraries higher, as provided in Agent Jones’ Tariff I. C. C. 
2930, via Buffalo, N. Y., where reference is made to Rule No. 10. 


Apparently, the note which is carried in Rule No. 10 re- 
lates to “other points” named on pages 10 to 12, as well as 
Buffalo, N. Y., and the effect thereof is therefore to restrict 
the routing to points named on pages 10 to 12 to routes via 
Buffalo, thence delivering carriers named on pages 10 to 12. 


The note, in other words, relates only to points named on 
pages 10 to 12, which are subject to Rule No. 10, and has no 
relation to points shown in Agent Jones’ Tariff I. C. C. 2930 
as taking the base point rates named on pages 10 to 12 of the 
Great Lakes Transit Corporation tariff, the rates to which 
points apply via routes named in the tariffs listed in Rule 
No. 10. 

Our opinion therefore is that your contention is not sup- 
ported by the provisions of the tariff. 


Tariff Interpretation—Application of Mixed Carloads Provision 
of Classification to Commodity Rate 


Missouri.—Question: Please refer to your reply to Colo- 
rado on page 37 of the Traffic World, Jan. 7, 1939, under the 
above caption. 


The question involved is one of interest to shippers of clay 
products and to which many of them have given considerable 
study. We would like to offer our interpretation which differs 
from yours in some respects. 


In the first place, it seems to us that the subject is in- 
correctly stated. It is not commodity rates but class rates pro- 
vided in Exceptions to the Classification to which the mixed 
carload provision of the Classification proper are sought to be 
applied. 

7 It is true that only Item 1120-H, Section 2, of Excep- 
tions 173-J is subject to Item 16. The rates on sewer pipe 
(Item 4703-G), drain tile (Item 4733-D), and flue lining (Item 
4513-G), however, are all shown in Section 3. The general 
application of the tariff Items 5 to 90, inclusive), are made a 
part of Section 3. The application of ratings in Section 3 are 
provided in Item 15-C, Supplement 51. Section 4 of this item 
provides the same alternative application of ratings and rules 
and other conditions applicable in connection therewith in the 
Western Classification with ratings in Section 3 that is pro- 
vided in Item 16 in connection with specified ratings in Sec- 
tion 2. The rules are identical and were apparently published 
under the same authority of the Special Permission to which 
you refer. The ratings in Section 3 are applicable, of course, 
as otherwise provided in Item 15-C and in connection with 
tariffs provided in Section 1 thereof, but otherwise it should 
follow that the ratings in Section 3 are subject to the mixing 
rule in Item 3, page 292 of Consolidated Freight Classification 
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No. 12 to the same extent as are items in Section 2 that are 
subject to Item 16. 

It seems to us, furthermore, that Item 75 of Exceptions 
173-J is important and should not be overlooked. It is some- 
thing of an omnibus item providing for application of all West- 
ern Classification conditions and provisions to the Exception 
ratings for like shipments. There are no specific mixed car- 
load provisions on the clay products involved in Exceptions 
173-J and there is nothing in the Western Classification which 
makes the mixed carload rule, Item 3, page 292, not applicable 
to the Exception ratings. 

May we have your further comments ? 

Answer: Upon further consideration of the provisions of 
Southwestern Lines’ Tariff 173-J, Agent Peel’s I. C. C. 2960, 
we are of opinion that your interpretation of this tariff is cor- 
rect and that under the provisions of Section 3 of Item 15-C, of 
Supplement 51, the ratings in Section 3 are subject to the 
mixing rule in Item 3, page 292 of Consolidated Freight Classi- 
fication No. 12. The same result could also be reached through 
the provisions of Item 75 of the tariff first referred to above. 


Tariff Interpretation—Conflicting Rates 


Connecticut.—Question: I would appreciate your answer- 
ing the following question: 

A and B are motor carriers operating over identical routes, 
serving identical points. Rates contained in the tariffs which 
A and B have filed with the proper regulatory commission are 
not identical. 

A secures authority from the regulatory commission to 
purchase the operating authority of B and after the purchase 
has been completed, files with the regulatory commission an 
adoption notice adopting the tariffs of B, thereby creating con- 
fliction in rates. Until such time as the confliction has been 
eliminated, what are the applicable rates of A? 


Answer: In our opinion the principle of the Commission’s 
decisions in Marshfield Milling Co., Inc., vs. Chicago & N. W. 
Ry. Co., 216 I. C. C. 236, 239, and Chappel Brothers, Inc., vs. 
Atchison, T. & S. F. Ry. Co., 211 I. C. C. 285, 287 is applicable 
to present instance and, therefore, the lower of the rates pub- 
lished in the tariffs by motor carrier A are the rates to be 
applied since the adoption of the tariffs of motor carrier B, 
which resulted in a confliction in rates. 

In the latter case the Commission said: 


Having in mind the finding in Classification of Animal or Poultry 
Feed, supra, that one of these descriptions is not more specific than 
the other, and the finding in Electric Machinery Mfg. Co. vs. M. St. P. 
& S. S. M. Ry. Co., supra, that the description ‘‘n. o. s.’’ means not 
otherwise specified in the same tariff, we find that while the two items 
were contained in different tariffs there were conflicting rates provided 
by the different tariffs, and under the doctrine of Chicago, I. & L. Ry. 
Co. vs. International Milling Co., 33 Fed. (2d) 93 and Trinidad Bean 
& Elevator Co. vs. Chicago, B. & Q. R. Co., 185 I. C. C. 188, 192, the 
lower of the two rates was the applicable rate. 


Tariff Interpretation—Mixed Carloads 


Massachusetts.—uestion: We would appreciate very much 
your interpretation of the following: 

In Exceptions to the Official Classification, Tariff 30-E, 
Agent I. N. Doe’s I. C. C. 316, Supplement 70, Item 1775-C 
provides: 


Automobile parts named in List No. 14 in mixed carloads with 
Automobile parts named in List 15 will be rated as follows: 

(a) Automobile parts named in List No. 14, minimum weight 30,000 

pounds (minimum weight to be used when actual weight does 


not exceed the minimum) ................... Fifth Class C. L. 
(b) Automobile parts named in List No. 15, not to exceed 25% of 
the gross weight of the lading ................ Third Class C. L. 


What is your interpretation of this item? Can we mix 
articles named in List No. 14 and apply the Fifth Class rating, 
or may this item only be applied when mixture consists of ar- 
ticles in List No. 14 and No. 15? 

We have encountered differences of opinion in the correct 
application of this item. We are informed that when we mix 
articles named in List No. 14 only, some of which are carried 
in Item 3520 of this tariff, the higher rate of Class 40 in the 
latter item is applicable. 

Our argument is, that inasmuch as Item 1775-C is broken 
down into sections (a) and (b) specifying minimum weights 
for each list, and the item does not read “in mixed carloads 
only,” mixture may be made of articles named in List No. 14. 

Answer: In our opinion Item 1775-C of Agent Doe’s Tariff 
I. C. C. 316, provides only for ratings on mixed carloads of 
automobile parts named in List No. 14 and automobile parts 
named in List No. 15. The fact that neither sub-divisions (a) 
and (b) use the term “mixed carload’”’ or the word “only” 
does not permit of the interpretation that the fifth class rating 
may be applied on articles named in List No. 14 only, as the 
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portion of the item preceding sub-divisions (a) and (b) states 
that “Auomobile Parts named in List No. 14 in mixed carloads 
with Automobile Parts named in List No. 15 will be rated as 
follows’”’: i. e., as in sub-divisions (a) and (b). 

This statement seems to preclude the shipment of auto- 
mobile parts named in List No. 14 only. 

The fact that the word “only” is not used in Item 1775-C 
does not affect the above interpretation of the item. See the 
decision of the Commission Cosden & Co. vs. Lake Erie & N. 
W. R. R. Co., 98 I. C. C. 597. In this case the Commission held 
that where a rate was subject to a note which provided that 
when reference is made thereto, rates would apply on traffic 
originating in Northwestern territory as described therein, the 
fact that the note did not contain some word of limitation, such 
as “only” did not permit of the application of the proportional 
rate from any territory, the proportional rate being effectively 
restructed to traffic originating in Northwestern territory, even 
though some word of limitation was not used. See, also Si- 
naiko Brothers Co. vs. Chicago, M. & St. P. Ry. So., 140 I. 
C. C. 623 to the same effect. 


Tariff Interpretation—Application of Rule 17 of Consolidated 
Classification 


Ohio.—Question: We will be pleased to have you advise 
us as to the following: 

If it is recognized that the actual character of a com- 
modity determines the classification rating to apply on the 
commodity, and if a commodity is advertised and sold for a 
given purpose, does it follow that the classification rating on 
that commodity must, of necessity, be classified the same in all 
classification territories? In other words, we have a com- 
modity which is not specifically named in the Consolidated 
Classification and is rated by analogy. We contend that the 
rating should be the same in all classification territories, while 
the Official Classification committee use a different application 
when subject to their jurisdiction and the western classifica- 
tion use another description when subject to their classification. 

It seems to us that in order to keep within Sections 1, 2 
and 3 of the Interstate Commerce Act, it would be necessary 
to rate this commodity uniformly throughout the country. 

Will you please give us your understanding in this con- 
nection, also citing authority, if any? 


Answer: The descriptions of articles rated in the Con- 
solidated Classification are, with few exceptions, if any, uniform 
regardless of differences in the ratings in Official and Western 
Classification territories. Therefore, the rating to be accorded 
the commodity to which you refer under the application of 
Rule 17 of the Classification, should be the same, although 
there is room for a difference of opinion is indicated by the 
provision of the rule that “carriers will apply the classifica- 
tion provided for articles which, in their judgment, are 
analogous.” 


It is possible that violations of Sections 1 and 3 may re- 
sult from the lack of uniformity. The remedy is the publi- 
cation of a specific rating by the carriers, their judgment as 
to the rating which should govern being subject to review by 
the Commission upon complaint on your part, in the event 
you are of opinion that the rating which is established is not 
in accordance with your views as to the ratings which should 
be applied, or in application to the Commission for establish- 
ment of a reasonable classification rating, in event the carriers 
will not publish ratings on the commodity. 


Motor Carriers—Routing and Misrouting 


Missouri.—Question: Will you kindly give us your views 
on the following situation? 

Forwarder “A’”’ publishes through rate from various origin 
points to various destinations, which rates are filed with the 
Commission, with various motor carriers participating therein 
on a concurrence basis. A certain shipper makes a shipment 
from an interior point routed specifically via motor carrier 
“B,” who does not concur in forwarder “A’s” tariff, in care 
of forwarder “A.” Carrier “B’” accepts the shipment routed 
in this manner and properly delivers the shipment to for- 
warder “A,” but on delivery insists upon the protection of their 
full local rate, rather than on a divisional basis. 

What we would like to know is, whether or not there 
is any obligation on the part of carrier “B” to notify the ship- 
per at the time shipment is made that through rates are not in 
effect. 

We realize, of course, that the present status of the for- 
warding companies is more or less undetermined, but will ap- 
preciate any information that you can give us on the above 
situation. 

Answer: The Motor Carrier Act contains no provision 
which gives the shipper the right to route his shipment, and no 
provision which gives the Commission jurisdiction to award 
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damages for failure of a carrier to forward a shipment in ac- 
cordance with the instructions of the shipper. Therefore, the 
shipper’s remedy, if one exists, is an action at law. 

Furthermore, if the shipper’s forwarding instructions did 
not put carrier B on notice that the shipment was to be for- 
warded via a route over which a joint through rate applied, 
there was no obligation on the part of carrier B to advise the 
shipper that a joint through rate was not in effect via the 
route over which the shipment was being forwarded by the 
shipper. 

The Commission has held that a through rate may be 
either a joint through rate or a combination of intermediates. 


Tariff Interpretation 


West Virginia._Question: Referring to answer to West 
Virginia, under the above caption on page 393 of the Feb- 
ruary 18, 1939, issue of the Traffic World. 

Your answer is not predicated on up-to-date knowledge of 
the New York Central System. The old Ohio Central Lines 
went out of existence so far as tariff concurrence was con- 
cerned, back in 1922 when the New York Central took over 
the T. & O. C.-K. & M.-K. & W. V. 

The N. Y. C.-W. & O. C. concurrence covers all that por- 
tion of the N. Y. C. System in Ohio and West Virginia. 

Further, the rate tariff under consideration formerly con- 
tained routing which has since been removed under applica- 
tion of Sedgman’s routing guide. 

It will be appreciated if you will give this further con- 
sideration. 

Answer: So far as the routing in connection with the 
rate on coffee, carloads, from New York, N. Y., to Charleston, 
W. Va., published in Item 1705-D of Agent Sedgman’s Tariff 
I. C. C. 230 is concerned, the statement in our answer that there 
are no routing restrictions in the tariff which limit the 
application of the rate to routes which do not include the New 
York Central Railroad as a delivering carrier is correct. While 
later supplements eliminate the routing in this tariff so far 
as rates published on numerous pages to the tariff are con- 
cerned and provide for reference to Agent Sedgman’s routing 
guide, this is not true of page 328, as amended, on which page 
Item 1705-D appears. 

However, as the concurrence of the New York Central in 
this tariff covers the Ohio Central Lines, it includes that por- 
tion of the New York Central on which Charleston, W. Va., is 
located. 

Therefore, the rate published in Item 1705-D will apply 
via the New York Central Railroad as a delivering carrier. 


Tariff Interpretation 


lowa.—Question: Kindly refer to your answer to Iowa 
on page 1012 of the issue of the Traffic World, dated Nov. 12, 
1938, under the above caption, regarding the proper rate to 
apply on strawberries, carloads, from Gadsden, Tenn., to Iowa 
Falls, Iowa, under date of May 19, 1937, moving L. & N. to 
Evansville, Ind.. Illinois Central from that point to destination. 

L. & N. 63-F, Item 45, names through rates to Watertown, 
S. D., which is governed by circle reference 285, same being 
subject to Item 305 as to intermediate points. It would there- 
fore appear that under this provision there is a through rate 
named to Iowa Falls, Ia., and which is subject to Item 180 as 
to combination rates via any route. 

We further note that you advise in the absence of a joint 
through rate, the lowest combination, which appears to be 
based on Keokuk, is the anplicable rate. Will you kindly furnish 
tariff authority to support this statement as carriers point out 
that in the absence of a through rate the cheapest combination 
via route of movement or Dubuque combination is the proper 
rate to apply. 

We would very much appreciate your further views in 
this connection. 

Answer: While the rate to Watertown, S. D.. is subject 
to the provisions of Item 305, that item is applicable via East 
St. Louis and connections of the L. & N. The shinment in 
question did not move via East St. Louis, and therefore the 
provisions of Item 305 cannot be applied thereto. 

In the absence of an applicable joint through rate, the 
lowest combination of intermediates applicable via the route 
over which the shipment moved is the rate to apply. 


NIAGARA FRONTIER TRAFFIC LEAGUE 

At the meeting of the Niagara Frontier Industrial Traffic 
League April 10, rules of the classification will be discussed by 
J. J. Hailey; free demurrage for Saturday, by L. J. Bork; status 
of current legislation, by W. B. Faulkner; membershin, by W. J. 
Sullivan; and Perfect Shipping Month by G. E. Griffith. There 
will be a talk on the functions of a foreign freight forwarded by 
Walter W. Zachman, manager, foreign department, Universal 
Carloading and Distributing Company, Inc. 
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Doings of the Traffic Clubs 














Classes in freight traffic at the Memphis Vocational School, 
sponsored by the Traffic Club of Memphis, have passed the half- 
way point of the course with only a few vacancies, according 
to L. T. Brumley and R. C. Rippin, cochairmen of the club’s 
educational committee. Now in the sixth week, the classes are 
studying application of freight rules as to carriers and indus- 
tries in the Memphis district. Nearly fifty Memphis firms have 
representatives enrolled. Instructors are Vaniah Alexander, 
assistant secretary and traffic commissioner of the Memphis 
Cotton Exchange, and James B. McGinnis, secretary and freight 
commissioner of the Merchant’s Exchange. Their assistants 
are E. H. Boykin of the L. & N. Railroad and L. G. De Crow 
of the Frisco Railway. The present term ends April 25, but 
classes, including an additional intermediate course, will be 
resumed in the fall. 





_ Perfect shipping and careful handling of freight will be 
discussed by C. H. Dietrich of the A. A. R. at a meeting of 
the Milwaukee Traffic Club April 10. 





Clarence Woodrow Sorenson, fellow of the Royal Geo- 
graphical Society, will speak on the subject, “Propaganda in 
the News” at an informal dinner of the Traffic Club of Phila- 
delphia, April 10. 





Miss Gertrude K. Micon, the new president of the Woman’s 
Traffic Club of Chicago, was brought to this country in her 
___._ infancy by her parents and was edu- 

cated through grammar and high school 
at a training school where vocational, 
as well as cultural, courses were taught. 
Her first business experience was in a 
mail order house in Chicago as a ste- 
nographer and from there she went to 
the United Typothetae of America, 
where she was employed as secretary 
to the national secretary. Because of 
illness she was obliged to resign. In 
May, 1921, still not feeling up to par, 
she took a temporary position with the 
United American Lines, at that time 
| the representatives of the Hamburg- 
= American Line, which organization was 
- just beginning again after the world 
war, but has been with the company ever since, though later 
it became the Hamburg-American Line, now merged with the 
North German Lloyd. She has handled all branches of the 
work from third class and immigration bookings to cruise book- 
ings but, since the organization has expanded and become de- 


partmentized, she handles mainly cabin class and cruise book- 
ings. 











The Women’s Traffic Club of Philadelphia held its annual 
bridge party March 14, with 575 persons present. The club’s 
bowling teams had a progressive dinner March 18. Each 
course was served at a different home. The educational class 
met March 30, the subject being “England.” Mothers’ night 
will be observed April 11, the speaker being Mrs. Caroline A. 
Moore. 





The Traffic Club of Danville, Ill., in collaboration with the 
Danville Chamber of Commerce, will hold a banquet at the 
Wolford Hotel in Danville April 17 in honor of E. E. Norris, 
president of the Southern Railway. Danville is in Vermillion 
County and Mr. Norris came from that county. 





At the meeting of the Metropolitan Traffic Association of 
New York April 13, the speaker will be Oliver P. Caldwell, 
traffic manager, Luckenback Lines, whose subject will be “A 
Little Ice Water.” The night has been named “Shipping 
Night.” Prior to the regular meeting J. E. Sweeney, Jr., of 
the Union Carbide Company, will lecture on sections 10 to 
15, of the act, and the Elkins act. A stag dinner will be held 
April 27. 





The educational committee of the Women’s Traffic Club 
of Greater New York has announced that, through the cour- 
tesy of the Sheffield Farms Company, members and guests will 
have an opportunity to inspect an up-to-date dairy plant the 
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evening of April 24. Members will be taken on a conducted 
tour, after which there will be a social hour, with light re- 
freshments, and a discussion will take place in the reception 
room. As has been the custom for several years, the April 
meeting of the club, April 11, will be designated as “Mothers’ 
Night.” Every member is urged to bring her mother. In- 
stead of the usual speaker, a group of club members will pre- 
sent an amateur show, under the direction of William L. 
Robinson, general agent of the Chicago and Eastern Illinois 
Railway Company. 





The April meeting of the Women’s Traffic Club of Pitts- 
burgh, April 18, will be known as Employer’s Night and Har- 
rison Brown, assistant general freight agent, Boston and 
Maine Railroad, Boston, Mass., will be the principal speaker, 
his subject being, “Selling Transportation.” The Carnegie 
Illinois Quartet will sing. 





At its weekly luncheon April 10, the Traffic Club of St. 
Louis will celebrate “Motor Carrier Day.” Ted V. Rodgers, 
president of the A. T. A., will be the principal speaker. Many 
officials of the trucking and related activities will attend. One 
of the entertainment features will be the Old Heidelberg 
Octette. 

H. A. Poveleite, assistant freight traffic manager, New 
York, New Haven and Hartford Railroad, will address the 
April 10 meeting of the New Haven Traffic Club on the sub- 
ject, “Practice, Rules and Procedure Before the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission.” The fifth annual dinner will be held 
April 27. May 1, the first operating day of the New York 
World’s Fair, has been chosen as “New Haven Day” and an 
invitation has been extended to the members of the club to 
participate. 

The Transportation Club of Springfield, Ill., will observe 
past presidents’ night at a dinner April 12, honoring A. L. 
Peteron, H. J. Ramsey, D. H. Irwin, L. F. Root, M. L. Pieper, 
M. G. Clark, C. J. Kraus, H. G. Keiser, and C. H. Ashton. C. 
P. Burrrus will deliver the tribute. The speaker of the eve- 
ning will be Don Clark, who will talk about safety on the 
highways and drivers’ licenses. 

The Traffic Club of New York announces the reopening of 
its club rooms in the Biltmore Hotel, April 10. There will be 
a reception and music from 11 a. m. to 3 p. m. 





Three speakers, H. W. Underwood, B. Keith Pickens, and 
George Schneider will talk about tracing, solicitation, and “F. 
O. B.” at the Motor City Traffic Club Forum meeting April 10. 





The Transportation Club of the Rochester Chamber of 
Commerce will observe Perfect Shipping Month at a general 
meeting April 20. There will be a shipping container and 
packaging exhibit April 18. The summer outing will be held 
June 15 and there will be golf outings May 18, August 8, and 
September 7. 





The Transportation Club of Buffalo will hold a ‘Members’ 
Get-Together” in the main ballroom of the Hotel Buffalo at 
6:30 p. m., April 20. Raymond F. Roers, traveling freight 
agent, C. & B. Line, is general chairman, assisted by Frederick 
J. DeMars, manager, Buffalo Storage and Carting Company, 
Leo J. Kelleher, city freight agent, New York Central System, 
and Charles F. Kelley, A. S. T. M., Buffalo Bolt Company. 
Attendance will be restricted to members. Dinner and re- 
freshments will be served, followed by a program of enter- 
tainment. 





The first annual dinner of the Quincy (Ill.) Traffic and 
Transportation Club will be held at the Hotel Elk, April 20. 
The speaker will be W. E. Fuller, assistant to vice-president, 
C. B. and Q. 





The Ft. Wayne Transportation Club will have a dinner 
meeting at Elk’s Temple April 19. 





The Traffic Club of Wilmington will have an oyster din- 
ner and trapshoot at the Wilmington Trapshooting Associa- 
tion from 3 p. m. until midnight, April 12. 





The women’s division of the Cincinnati Traffic Club will 


die its past presidents’ spring ball at the Hotel Sinton April 
15. 





A “perfect shipping and handling” meeting of shippers 
and receivers of freight was held at Jacksonville, Fla., the 
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evening of April 7 under the auspices of the Jacksonville Traf- 
fic Club, in cooperation with the Chamber of Commerce, the 
Jacksonville Warehousemen’s Association, and the carriers. 





The Pontiac Traffic Club will have a dinner and smoker 
at the Old Mill Tavern, Waterford, Mich., April 11. 


RAILROAD INEPTITUDE 
Editor The Traffic World: 

Apropos of the mass of propaganda put out by the A. A. R., 
how long do we have to listen to this drivel? 

Twenty years ago, I remember begging railroad officials 
for the opportunity of leasing space in empty freight houses 
to consolidate L. C. L. shipments and hand it to them in 40,000- 
pound merchandise cars, and they were as cold as a nun’s lips. 
A few years later, these same officials were cooling their heels 
in the reception rooms of the forwarding companies begging 
for an opportunity to build facilities for the use of the for- 
warders. 

These railroad officials sat in their offices bemoaning the 
loss of this L. C. L. traffic when they had every facility at their 
command with which to furnish the same type of service the 
consolidator performed, but without the foresight to do any- 
thing about it. 

It later cost a few of them about $50,000,000 to acquire 
the forwarders. 

A comparative youngster of only twenty years’ transporta- 
tion experience can remind them of the time when four weeks 
was good service on L. C. L. freight from Boston to Cincinnati. 
The forwarders’ time—three to four days—at a lesser charge to 
the shipper and with the advantage of a pick-up and delivery. 

The much maligned forwarder was performing a service 
available through no other means of transportation, but using 
railroad facilities to do it. 

Because of the necessity for it, the ingenuity of man 
created and improved upon a motor vehicle so constructed as 
to provide a means of highway transportation of persons and 
property with greater facility, speed, and flexibility than was 
possible through the use of the railroad train. 

Again the wise and holy moguls sat complacently by and 
watched a competitive agency replace them. 

Twenty years ago, with just the foresight of a truck driver 
and a lot of slow notes, the trucking industry came into being. 

As far as capital is concerned, the railroads could have 
done it with their children’s “piggy banks.” 

The railroad interests were ordained by the Almighty 
through some special dispensation to have and to hold forever 
the traffic of the country, or so they would have us believe, 
and yet, for the last twenty years, they have been peacefully 
asleep, secure in the belief, in their supreme egotism, that no 
other agency would dare usurp their functions. 

A member of the “Committee of Six” told Congress that no 
hearings were held because all members were familiar with 
the various modes of transportation. Commissioner Eastman, 
who probably has more real knowledge of the various trans- 
portation agencies than any other man in the country, called 
it a “stupid performance.” Amen! 

Read the A. A. R. Blurp, on page 733, of the Traffic World, 
to Darryl Zanuck, vice-president of 20th Century Fox, for al- 
leged inaccuracies in the filming of “Jesse James,” as it tended 
to besmirch the character of a railroad president. 


Any student of history knows that some of the early rail- 
road leaders would make Jesse James or Dillinger look like a 
girl scout with sleeping sickness. Who was it said “The Public 
be Damned,” or shouldn’t we mention it? 

The spectacle of the “red hats” of the railroad interests 
lending their talents to whispering campaigns of silly propa- 
ganda is nauseating. 


Twenty-five thousand dollars to $75,000 a year is a lot of 
cabbage to pay someone to sit and pout like a school boy. 
The transportation brains of the country could be better em- 
ployed. 

We need the railroads, trucks, busses, airways, pipe lines, 
waterways, and any other agency that is an improvement over 
our present methods. Stagnation is death to any form of com- 
mercial enterprise, transportation or otherwise. 

The answer is to send the railroads partially through the 
wringer and squeeze out some of the water, consolidation of 
facilities, elimination of waste, abandonment of useless trackage 
by a gradual process, proper coordination of all types of trans- 
portation, Interstate Commerce Commission jurisdiction, over 
all agencies alike, including those not now so controlled. 

The reduction in railroad labor will be more than absorbed 
by the other forms of transportation. The trucks today alone 
use ten men for every railroad man for a given volume of traffic. 


And a word about the I. C. C. Every new administration , 
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flounders around trying to change its functions, or trying to 
place it under the protective wing of some political branch 
of the government. Coolidge had a committee, Hoover wanted 
it in the Department of Commerce, Roosevelt appointed a com- 
mittee, and after these investigations had used up tons of 
paper and spent untold millions, the I. C. C. is still doing an 
excellent job at the same old stand. 

If some of the money expended at some of these useless 
Congressional hearings could be included in the I. C. C. appro- 
priations, it might better be able to do the job that Congress 
has handed it. 

R. E. Smith, Vice-President, 
Shein’s Express, Inc. 
New York, N. Y., April 4, 1939. 


TO TRAFFIC MANAGERS 


Editor the Traffic World: 

George is a man’s name and it is expected that George will 
do a man’s job. 

Man was created as the master mind of development and 
on man’s intuition and ability to master all things still rests 
that responsibility to get things done. 

George, however, is only a name assumed to differentiate 
him from other men—John, James, Frank, Fred and thousands 
of others. 

Therefore, as John, James, Frank, Fred, and thousands of 
others are men, and each is equally responsible as a man to 
do his part in the world today, why should they sit idly by and 
let George do it? 

George N. Stayart, of the General Box Company, Chicago, 
Illinois, as he says in his letter on page 605, March 18 Traffic 
World, has resolved to try to lead the way for traffic managers 
in the state of Illinois in a constructive campaign for proper 
recognition of a profession, which is attained only through 
actual experience, technica] training, and natural ability. 

How about you, John, James, Frank, Fred, or whoever 
you are, helping get this job done? 

The writer was born in Illinois, but is a Missourian by 
adoption, and it is up to you traffic managers in Illinois to 
“show me,” of Missouri, if you can get the job done before we 
do, but, if you do, it will be necessary for you to go to bat 
with George Stayart with all your support. 

Does it make you feel good to have your correspondence 
addressed to you as “traffic manager,” or to be introduced to 
some one as “traffic manager’? If you are truly an efficient 
and capable traffic manager, you are naturally proud of the 
title, as you realize what it has cost you in time and effort. 

If you just route shipments and check freight bills against 
some rates you obtained from the carriers and file a damage 
claim now and then and the balance of your knowledge of 
traffic management is to the effect that the interstate commerce 
act occurs in the middle ring of Ringling Circus, the motor 
carrier act was held on the Indianapolis speedway, a complaint 
being a dyspeptic condition, a suspension a sort of vacation 
period, or a reparation suit some sort of divorce action, nat- 
urally you would also be proud to be classified with those 
men in the traffic profession who discuss traffic matters at 
your chamber of commerce meetings while you sit back and 
absorb like a sponge, proud that you were called in as the 
member of your firm who knew most about traffic. 

The proficient traffic manager should not hesitate to keep 
the skirts of his profession clean by rallying to the support 
of those who are diligently striving to obtain recognition of 
those long years of effort and study necessary to attain that 
degree of efficiency through which you become an asset and 
an indispensable member in the life of your firm. 

Naturally, the inefficient so-called traffic manager will not 
rally to the flag of recognition, fearing embarrassment or, per- 
haps, an examination requirement which he knows would be 
disastrous to him. 

So, why say “let George do it,’”’ instead of “let me do it,” or 
at least let me have a part, if only a minor part, in this pro- 
gram, if I am to profit thereby, because as a man, though my 
name is John, James, Frank, Fred or something else, I desire 
to be active and not a dreamer. 

Illinois gave us that illustrious, active man of accomplish- 
ment, Abraham Lincoln, who overcame obstacles such as none 
of us can perceive and became one of our greatest presidents; 
may his vision inspire in the fight to gain recognition in this 
worthy cause. 

H. Deane Morrow, traffic manager, 
Hillyard Sales Company. 
St. Joseph, Mo., April 5, 1939. 


NEW COMPLAINTS FILED 


No. 28183, Sub. No. 4, Nash Finch Co., Minneapolis, Minn., vs. G. N. 
et al. 
Charges, estimated weight of 90 pounds a standard box, fresh 
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grapefruit, points in Texas to Spokane, Wash., and Havre and 
Great Falls, Mont., in violation of sections 1 and 3, the undue 
preference alleged being for shippers, including those in Montana 
and Washington, which were accorded an estimated weight of 
85 pounds a standard box. Asks reasonable weights and reparation. 
(H. W. Bishop, 430 Oak Grove St., Minneapolis, Minn.) 

No. 28235, Port Commission of the Port of Beaumont, Beaumont, Tex., 
et al. vs. Abilene & Southern et al. 

Rates, freight, except cotton, from or to points in Colorado, 
Kansas, New Mexico, Oklahoma and Texas, and moving in inter- 
state commerce to and from Beaumont, Galveston, Houston, and 
Texas City, Tex., New Orleans and Lake Charles, La., for delivery 
to or received from vessels in foreign and domestic commerce to 
and from foreign countries and points in the United States, in- 
cluding insular possessions, for export, import, coastwise and 
intercoastal movement, and domestic traffic moving to or from 
Galveston, Texas City and Beaumont, Tex., in violation of sec- 
tions 1 and 3, the undue preference alleged being for Galveston, 
Houston, Texas City, Lake Charles and New Orleans. Ask rea- 
sonable rates. (O. L. Caywood, Doss H. Berry and J. H. Rauhman, 
Jr., 101 City Hall, Beaumont, Tex.) 

No. 28236, Long Island Produce and Fertilizer Co., Inc., Long Island, 
N. Y., vs. Ocean Steamship Co. of Savannah and A. C. L. 

Rate, 47 cents, potatoes, New York to Nahunta, Ga., unreason- 
able to the extent that it exceeded 28 cents. Asks prescription of 
rate of 28 cents, reparation, and waiver of underchargers on six 
of eight shipments. (George Cushman, Riverhead, L. I., N. Y.) 

No. 28237, South Carolina Peach Growers Association, Spartanburg, 
S. ¢.,. ve. A.C. bh. 4@ al. 

Unreasonable refrigeration charges, perishable freight, points 
in South Carolina to points in Central Freight Association terri- 
tory. Asks reasonable rates and charges and reparation. (Edgar 
Watkins and Allan Watkins, Atlanta, Ga.) 

No. 28238, Railroad Commission of Kentucky, Frankfort, Ky., vs. B. 
& O. et al. 

Round trip passenger fares, from or to stations in Tennessee, 
Mississippi and other southern states on the one hand, and Wash- 
ington, D. C., on the other, in violation of sections 2, 3 and 4, 
the undue preference alleged being for Tennessee. Asks reason- 
able fares and charges. (Robert E. Webb, Frankfort, Ky.) 


STATE TRADE BARRIERS 


Many states, to promote their own local interests, are at- 
tempting “by subtle and indirect means,” to apply discrimina- 
tions to other commerce where they have neither the social 
nor the legal justifications that apply to liquor and prison-made 
goods, declared Robert H. Jackson, solicitor general of the 
United States Thursday evening speaking before the national 
conference on interstate trade barriers of the Council of States 
Governments at the Stevens Hotel, Chicago. 


“With the resort to motor transportation, the technique 
of discrimination has been applied through registration fees 
and taxes, through the regulation of weights and size and 
equipment and through what are called port of entry. laws,” 
said he. 

“These regulations are often designed to be discriminatory. 
Some of them have been removed by reciprocal agreements 
between the states and some of them will, perhaps, be elimi- 
nated by the federal motor carrier act.” 

These discriminating regulations hs caused what were de- 
scribed as border wars between states, said Mr. Jackson, “some 
of which have smouldered for years with occasional violent 
outbreaks.” Some of them, he added, had involved harass- 
ment by state officials of foreign motor carriers. The secretary 
of Agriculture had reported thirteen of these border wars in 
which the powers of the states were used either to discriminate 
against foreign motor carriers or in retaliation for such dis- 
crimination, with serious economic losses. 

Mr. Jackson mentioned the restrictions imposed by these 
ports-of-entry laws and added: “Such a system is more than 
faintly reminiscent of the intolerable halting and examination 
which one encounters at every border of a state or munic- 
ipality in Europe and which has done so much to disintegrate 
European economy and bedevil European good will.” 

“One of Missouri’s neighbor states took the lead in erect- 
ing along its borders ports-of-entry which differ very little 
from the custom houses which dot the frontiers of hostile Eu- 
ropean nations,’ said Governor Lloyd C. Stark, of Missouri, 
in addressing the conference. As Governor Stark is chief ex- 
ecutive of a state whose neighbor state enacted the first ports- 
of-entry law, his opposition to this adverse truck measure 
proved one of the highlights of the conference. 

“How can that state possibly take in enough revenue at 
these ports-of-entry to compensate for the ill will and bad 
advertising it receives?” he asked. 

“My own state just now, to revert to the subject of good 
will, is striving to attract tourists. We do not propose to set 
up ports-of-entry as some states have done. We do not want 
travelers entering Missouri to gain their first impression of 
our hospitality by witnessing a long line of trucks and busses 
undergoing inspection for taxation purposes by uniformed 
border guards such as some other states have done.” 
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Docket of the Commission 
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NOTE—liItems in the docket marked with an asterisk (*) have 
been added since the last issue of The Traffic World. New assign- 
ments now on the Commission’s docket of dates later than herein 
shown will not bear asterisks when they do appear. Current cancel- 
lations and postponements announced too late to show the change in 
this docket will be noted elsewhere. 


April 10—Albany, N. Y.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Haley: 
MC 13862—Roberts Motor Express, Catskill, N. Y., certificate or 
permit. 


April 10—Baltimore, Md.—State Comm.—Examiner Sullivan: 
1. & S. M-629—Milk, canned, L. T. L., York, Pa., to Baltimore, Md. 
MC C-116—Milk, canned, L. T. L., between Baltimore and York, Pa. 


April 10—Boston, Mass.—Manger Hotel—Examiner Brooks: 
MC 2059—Hersey Service, Inc., Ashland, Mass., certificate or permit. 
MC 26828—Angers Transportation Co., Middleboro, Mass., permit. 
April 10—Chicago, 11!1.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd. 149: 
MC 40621, Sub. 1—C. Miller Transfer Co., Mattoon, Ill., certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 91784—Moline and Sons, Chicago, certificate or permit. 
April 10—Erie, Pa.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 27: 
MC 89765—Phelps Coal Co., Erie, permit. 
April 10—Hagerstown, Md.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Hinely: 
MC F-825—Charlton Brothers Transportation Co., Inc., purchase, J. 
N. Geipe, Inc. 
April 10—Houston, Tex.—Ben Milam Hotel—Jt. Bd. 77: 
MC 65653, Sub. 1—Wald Transfer & Storage Co., Inc., Houston. 
April 10—Lincoln, Neb.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bds. 56 and 253: 
MC 94592—G. C. Dwinell, Benkelman, Neb., certificate. 
MC 95151—A. R. Stith, Brule, Neb., certificate. 
April 10—Memphis, Tenn.—Peabody Hotel—Examiner Yardley and Jt. 
Bd. 4: 
MC 75299—Argo-Collier Truck Line, Martin, Tenn., certificate or 
permit. 
MC 95700—Parker Truck Line, Vardaman, Miss., certificate. 
April 10—Memphis, Tenn.—Peabody Hotel—Examiner Fuller: 
i. & S. M-602 and |. & S. M-603—Petroleum, L. C. L., in south. 
1. & S. 4585 and i. & S. 4586—Petroleum, L. C. L., in south. 
April 10—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Jt. Bd. 144: 
MC 89662—R. C. Claeys, Winnebago, Minn., certificate. 
MC 93832—S. O. Singlestad, Waseca, Minn., certificate. 
April 10—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Jt. Bd. 88: 
MC 14378—C. B. Robertson, Oklahoma City, license. 
April 10—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Jt. Bd. 172: 
MC 42684—Schilling Auto Freight, Inc., La Grande, Ore., certificate 
or permit. 
April 10—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Examiner Stephan: 
1. & S. M-570—Packing house products between Portland, Ore., and 
Wash. 
April 10—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 149: 
MC 6355, Sub. 1—M. C. Mayhew, Christopher, Ill., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 


April 10—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 90779—Eversgerd Truck Service, Germantown, IIl., certificate. 
MC 94932—F. J. Reese, St. Louis, certificate. 


April 11—Albany, N. Y.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Haley: 
MC 44047—C. J. Beatty, Waterford, N. Y. 
MC 89783—J. T. Frederick, Jr., Kingston, N. Y., certificate. 


April 11—Baltimore, Md.—State Comm.—Examiner Sullivan: 
MC 838—Major Transfer Co., Inc., Baltimore, certificate or permit. 
April 11—Boston, Mass.—Manger Hotel—Jt. Bds. 231 and 20: 
MC 1121, Sub. 1—P. D. Coakley Motor Transportation, Boston, cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
MC 92168—Theatrical Film Service, Lawrence, Mass., certificate or 
permit. 


April 11—Chicago, I!1.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bds. 72 and 149: 
MC 20260, Sub. 1—Coordinated Transport, Inc., of Ill., Chicago, cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
MC 89946—Miller Transportation Co., Rockford, Ill., certificate 
April 11—Cincinnati, O0.—Netherland Plaza Hotel—Examiner Clifford: 
MC F-830—Hayes Freight Lines, Inc., purchase, G. Pyle. 
April 11—Cleveland, O0.—Hotel Carter—Jt. Bd. 27: 
MC 2589, Sub. 1—C. A. B. Y. Transportation Co., Cleveland. certif- 
icate to extend operations. 
April 11—Lincoin, Neb.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 19: 
MC 95289—Farmers Union Elevator Assn., Hardy, Neb., certificate. 
April 11—Lincoln, Neb.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 139: 
MC 14207, Sub. 1—W. Kassebaum, Hebron, Neb., permit to extend 
operations. 
April 11—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Jt. Bds. 144 and 26: 
MC 55732, Sub. 1—C. Clemmetson, Emmons, Minn. 
April 11—Nashville, Tenn.—State Comm.—Jt. Bds. 25 and 264: 
MC 30121, Sub. 1—Hagan-Landrum-Cook Co., Tompkinsville, Ky., 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 89826—L. Atkinson, Hopkinsville, Ky., certificate. 
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April 11—Nashville, Tenn.—State Comm.—Examiner Bradford: 
MC 20068 and MC 20069—H. B. Manners, common and contract car- 
rier applications. 


April 11—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 95702—C. Graver, Mt. Pocono, Pa. 
MC 89868—Bufalino Bros., Pittston, Pa. 
MC 94537—-F. Brandt, Wilkes-Barre, Pa. 


April 11—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Examiner Simmons: 
MC 4920 and Sub. 1—Red Ball Transfer & Storage, Sapulpa, Okla., 
certificate or permit. 
April 11—Pittsburgh, Pa.—-Federal Bldg.—Examiner Borroughs: 
MC 405—Michael and Girard, Uniontown, Pa., certificate or permit. 
April 11—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Examiner Stephan: 
MC 36963—H. Benson, Portland, certificate. 
April 11—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 90870—F. A. Frey, Pierron, IIll., certificate. 
MC 94513—M. Melm, New Douglas, IIl., certificate. 


April 11—Washington, D. C.—Examiners Cheseldine and Valentine: 

Fourth section application 17563—Coal to Lanett, Ala., LaGrange and 
West Point, Ga. 

April 11—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Snow: 

Ex Parte MC 3—In the matter of establishing reasonable require- 
ments to promote safety of operation of motor vehicles used in 
transporting property by private carriers. 

April 12—Albany, N. Y.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 67: 

MC 37339—P.A.T. Transportation Corp., Albany, certificate or permit. 

MC 89281—E. A. Howard, Central Bridge. N. Y., permit. 

April 12—Baltimore, Md.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 112 and Examiner Sul- 
livan: 

MC 15050—Baltimore Storage Co., Inc., Baltimore, license. 

MC 25576—Baltimore Fidelity Warehouse Co., Baltimore, license. 

MC 38272—W. M. McClanahan, Freeland, Md., certificate or permit. 


April 12—Boston, Mass.—Manger Hotel—Jt. Bd. 18: 
MC 71672 and MC 71673—G. Vigeant Trucking, New Bedford, Mass., 
certificate or permit. 


April 12—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Examiner Hinely: 
* MC-F 828—Penn Ohio New York Express Corp.. purchase, Tri-Service 
Motor Lines, Inc. 


April 12—Chicago, II|.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bds. 58 and 21: 
MC 39073, Sub. 1—Budreck Truck Lines, Chicago, permit to extend 
operations. 


MC 89588—W. D. Kingery, Lowell, Ind., certificate. 


April 12—Cleveland, O.—Hotel Carter—Examiner Messer: 
MC 89420, Sub. 2—Modern Cartage & Storage Co., Cleveland, permit 
to extend operations. 
April 12—Houston, Tex.—Ben Milam Hotel—Jt. Bd. 311: 
MC 89909—L. A. Buckalew, Magnolia, Tex., permit. 


April 12—Lincoin, Neb.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 138: 
MC 89744—F. M. Thomas, Burwell, Neb., certificate. 
MC 92941—R. Kapka, Pleasant Dale, Neb., certificate. 


April 12—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Jt. Bd. 147: 
MC 93573—A. H. Kramer, Bigelow, Minn., certificate or permit. 
MC 93599—O. Hoppe, Worthington, Minn., certificate or permit. 


April 12—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Examiner Simmons: 
MC 292, Sub. 1—King’s Transfer, Oklahoma City, certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 
MC 15897, Sub. 1—O. K. Transfer & Storage Co. of Shawnee, Shaw- 
nee, Okla., certificate to extend operations. 
MC 15897—O. K. Transfer & Storage Co. of Shawnee, Shawnee, Okla., 
certificate or permit. 


April 12—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Borroughs: 
1. & S. M-631—Food products, Pittsburgh, Pa., to Trenton, N. J. 
MC C-119—Food products, Pittsburgh, Pa., to New Jersey. 


April 12—Pocatello, Ida.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 258: 
MC 16018, Sub. 1—Lava Transfer Line, Lava Hot Springs, Ida., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


April 12—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Examiner Snider: 
28151—Medford Corp. vs. Southern Pacific Co. 
MC 42487, Sub. 9—Consolidated Freight Lines, Inc., Portland, Ore., 
certificate to extend operations. 


April 12—Spartanburg, S. C.—Chamber of Com.—Examiner McCaslin: 
|. & S. M-632—Charleston, S. C., and Savannah, Ga., to S. C., com- 
modities. 
April 12—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Examiner Clifford 
and Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC F-831—Viking Freight Co., purchase, E. Kryger. 
7s a W. Strecker and F. W. Strecker, Jr., purchase, A. H. 
Bock. 
MC 92489—Spier Truck Service, Red Bud, IIl., certificate or permit. 
MC 92992—A. C. Mettler, Highland, IIl., certificate. 
MC 95027—G. W. Hornsey, Alton, IIl., certificate. 
April 12—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
Finance 10882—C. M. St. P. & P. reorganization. 
April 12—Wichita, Kan.—Allis Hotel—Examiner Fuller: 
I. & S. 4597—Heating apparatus between W. T. L. points. 
April 13—Albany, N. Y.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bds. 132 and 187: 
MC 5523, Sub. 1—W. Dubrey Co., Cohoes, N. Y., permit to extend 
operations. 
MC 89572—T. A. McLenithan, Cambridge, N. Y., certificate. 
— 13—Baltimore, Md.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 74 and Examiner Sul- 
van: 
MC 3279, Subs. 1 and 2—General Motor Transportation Co., Balti- 
more, certificate to extend operations. 
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INTERNATIONAL POWER 


These Features Mean Efficiency, 


10. 
11. 
12. 


13. 
14. 


Low Cost, Long Life 


. Six-cylinder full Diesel engine. 
. Engine is started easily from the oper- 


ator's seat. 


. Six forward and two reverse speeds. 
. Automatic clutch brake for fast gear 


shifting. 


. Easiest steering crawler tractor built. 


Power-actuated steering clutches. 


. Steering levers and pedals adjustable to 


suit operator. 


. Pivot shaft relieved of twisting stresses, 


and tracks kept in alignment, by ball- 
and-socket outer pivots, diagonal-arm 
inner pivot bearings, and roller stabilizer. 


8. Track shoes keyed to track links to pre- 


vent loosening of shoes. 


9. Triple-gear oil pump. Full-pressure en- 


gine lubrication at all working angles. 


Positive track roller lubrication at all 
speeds. Quintuple-sealed track rollers 
have patented gravity lubrication at low 
speeds and pressure lubrication at high 
speeds. Oil and dirt seals on both sides 
of sprockets. Self-cleaning idler wheel. 


Tocco-hardened crankshaft with replace- 
able main and connecting rod bearings. 


Unit construction. Each steering brake, 
steering clutch, track frame assembly, 
and other units, adjusted or replaced 
without disturbing adjacent parts. 


Famous TracTracTor accessibility. More 
productive hours, low maintenance cost. 


Allied equipment engineered for the 
TD-18 by well-known manufacturers. 


ANNOUNCES A 


The Traffic World 


- ual Hawesler 


H.P DIESEL 
“TRACTRACIOR 









ERE is real news that operators of heavy-duty mobile power 
have long been looking for: International presents a new 70 

h.p. (drawbar) Diesel TracTracTor, extending the benefits of Inter- 

national design and performance to a much broader field. 


In this latest product you will find the sound engineering and 
precision manufacture that is well-known to all users of Trac- 
TracTors—plus advanced design, many patented features and im- 
provements. The flexible adaptability of the TD-18, with its 6 for- 
ward and 2 reverse speeds, will be a surprise, whatever your expe- 
rience up to this time. 


Equipment especially designed for use with the TD-18 includes 
SCRAPERS, BULLDOZERS, BULLGRADERS, ROAD GRADERS, 
WAGONS, SNOW PLOWS, WINCHES, LOGGING ARCHES. 
Company-owned branches and International industrial power 


dealers will tell you all about the features of the International 
TD-18 TracTracTor. 


INTERNATIONAL HARVESTER COMPANY 


(INCORPORATED) 
180 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 


is made by the makers of 


INTERNATIONAL TRUCKS 
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April 13—Boston, Mass.—Manger Hotel—Jt. Bd. 18: 
MC 94119—N. D. Crosby, Brockton, Mass., certificate. 
April 13—Chicago, !il.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd. 21: 
MC 89994—D. Warne, Morocco, Ind., certificate. 
MC 95376—J. B. Slaughter, Danville, Ill., certificate. 
MC 95703—B. Kaiser & Sons, Inc., Whiting, Ind., certificate. 
MC 100040—Kankakee Storage & Transfer Co., Kankakee, IIl., cer- 
tificate. 


April 13—Cleveland, O.—Hotel Carter—Examiner Messer: 
MC 50130, Sub. 2—Continental Transportation Co., Cleveland, permit 
to extend operations. 
MC 84600—Stark Trucking, Inc., Canton, O., permit. 
April 13—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby—Examiner Hinely: 
* MC-F 827—Clover-Leaf Freight Lines, Inc., purchase, Clover-Leaf 
Motor Truck Transportation Co., Inc. 


April 13—Evansville, Ind.—McCurdy Hotel—Examiner Yardley and Jt. 
Bd. 1: 
MC 89601, Sub. 1—McNeill Trucking Co., Noble, IIl., certificate. 
MC 100093, Sub. 1—Gough, Hume, Stewart & Snyder, Owensboro, 
Ky., certificate to extend operations. 
April 13—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Jt. Bd. 195: 
* MC-F 836—Byers Transportation Co., Inc., purchase, J. D. Latta. 


April 13—Lincoin, Neb.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bds. 136 and 93: 
MC 998, Sub. 1—H. Lindsay, Cotesfield, Neb., certificate to extend 
operations. 
MC 93252—Gore Transfer Co., Liberty, Neb., certificate. 
April 13—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Jt. Bd. 147: 
MC 93853—L. B. Smith, Bigelow, Minn., certificate or permit. 
MC 94868—H. Lindberg, Avoca, Minn., certificate. 


April 13—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Examiner Simmons: 
MC 1213, Sub. 1—Taylor Transfer Co., Shawnee, Okla., certificate to 
extend operations. 
MC 89239, Sub. 1—Witherspoon Trucking Co., Oklahoma City, permit. 
April 13—Pocatello, Ida.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 29: 
MC 95688—Brown Truck Line, Fairview, Wyo., certificate. 


April 13—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Jt. Bd. 81: 
MC 14285, Sub. 2—Cloe Trucking Service, The Dalles, Ore., certif- 
icate to extend operations. 
MC 44993, Sub. 2—W. G. Leonard, The Dales, Ore., certificate to 
extend operations. 


April 13—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Jt. Bd. 45: 
MC 253, Sub. 2—H. Van Meltebeke, Hillsboro, Ore., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 


April 13—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 94506—W. Dalton, Buncombe, IIl., certificate. 
MC 94650—McBride’s Express, Miller City, Ill., certificate. 
MC 95031—J. Knowles Coal & Hauling, St. Louis, certificate. 


April 13—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
MC 51204, MC 51088 and MC 51089—Gregg Cartage and Storage Co., 
contract and common carrier and broker applications. 
April 13—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Conway: 
* Finance 12364—M. & St. L. protective committee application. 
April 14—Albany, N. Y.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Haley: 
MC 32411, Sub. 1—Woodin’s Express, Troy, N. Y., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 
MC 90485—Cobb Truck Service, Johnstown, N. Y., certificate. 
MC 59915—Pete’s Truck Line, Oneonta, N. Y., certificate or permit. 


April 14—Baltimore, Md.—State Comm.—Examiner Sullivan and Jt. Bd. 
120: 
MC 84086—C. M. Bowers, Baltimore, certificate. 
MC 89988—Lackey Transfer, Baltimore, certificate. 


April 14—Boston, Mass.—Manger Hotel—Jt. Bds. 134, 22, and 18: 
MC 94384—A. Sandler Trucking, Chelsea, Mass., certificate. 
MC 94847—Petringa Trucking, Boston, permit. 

MC 100047—J. W. Sacco, Medford, Mass., permit. 


April 14—Chicago, I1|.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd. 21: 
MC 49411—L. K. Fast Freight, Inc., Chicago, certificate. 
MC 89694—Schappi Bus Line, Inc., Calumet City, Ill., certificate. 


April 14—Chicago, I!l.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Hinely and Jt. Bd. 
13: 
* MC-F 844—L. L. Hare, purchase, C. E. Hendricks. 
* MC-F 848—Lindner Brothers Trucking, Inc., purchase, A. J. and 
J. C. Lindner. 
* MC-F 838-—Consolidated Forwarding Co., Inc. (Missouri), merger, 
Consolidated Forwarding Co., Inc. (Wisconsin). 
* MC-F 840—Interstate Dispatch, Inc., purchase, Krupp Motor Trans- 
port Co., Inc. 
April 14—Cleveland, O.—Hotel Carter—Examiner Messer: 
MC 38951—Oyler Brothers, Canton, O. 
April 14—Houston, Tex.—Ben Milam Hotel—Jt. Bd. 32: 
MC 89803—J. E. Gardner, Houston, permit. 


April 14—Houston, Tex.—Ben Milam Hotel—Examiner Corcoran: 
MC 6739—B. H. Willis, Beaumont, Tex. 


April 14—Idaho Falls, Ida.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bds. 259 and 83: 

MC 88536, Sub. 1—S. Palmer Trucks, Idaho Falls, permit to extend 
operations. 

MC 89877—J. Birrer, Dell, Mont., certificate. 

April 14—Lincoin, Neb.—U. S. Court—Examiner Dunn: 
MC 89612—F. Dowd & Son, Merriman, Neb., certificate. 

April 14—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Jt. Bds. 146 and 147: 
MC 93600—O. F. Arneson, Worthington, Minn., certificate or permit. 
MC 95429—Herschberger Truck Line, Kenneth, Minn., certificate. 
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April 14—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Examiner Fuller: 
* 1. & S. 4609—Gravel, Waco, Tex., to Supply, Okla. 

April 14—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Examiner Clifford: 

* MC-F 839—O. Buckingham, purchase, E. T. Hagerman. 


April 14—Parkersburg, W. Va.—U. S. Court—Examiner Borroughs: 
MC 1360, Sub. 1—Crown Motor Express, Inc., Parkersburg, certif- 
icate to extend operations. 


April 14—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 94734—Alexander Truck Service, Hillsboro, Ill., certificate. 
MC 95069—Kamper Parcel Delivery, St. Louis, certificate. 
MC 95093—B. Jack, Troy, Mo., certificate. 


April 14—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
27401—Wrought pipe and fittings. 
13535 et al.—Consolidated Southwestern Cases. 
|. & S. 4381—Pipe-ocean-rail to and from southwest. 


April 14—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Curtis 
1. & S. 4599—Allowances on cottonseed at C. & G. Ry. points. 


April 15—Akron, O.—Portage Hotel—Examiner Messer: 
MC 18562—Peters Southern Express, Akron, O. 
MC 68715—Summit Fast Freight, Inc., Akron, O. 


April 15—Albany, N. Y.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Haley: 
MC 71789, Sub. 1—J. Manion & Son, Marlboro, N. Y., certificate to 
extend operations. 
April 15—Balitimore, Md.—State Comm.—Examiner Sullivan: 
MC 42193—J. F. Ward Motor Lines, Baltimore, certificate. 


April 15—Boston, Mass.—Manger Hotel—Jt. Bd. 18: 

MC 89780—H. A. Taylor Trucking, Millbury, Mass., permit. 
April 15—Cheyenne, Wyo.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 198: 
* MC-F 812—L. J. Russell, purchase, F. C. Calhoun. 


April 15—Chicago, IIl.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd. 21: 
MC 1797—Joliet Warehouse and Transfer Co., Joliet, Ill., certificate 
or permit. 


April 15—Idaho Falls, Ida.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Olentine: 
MC 11602, Sub. 2—M. Baum, Ashton, Ida., permit to extend opera- 
tions. 


April 15—Lincoin, Neb.—U. S. Court—Examiner Dunn: 
MC 95731—J. L. Cornette, Alliance, Neb., certificate. 

April 15—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Jt. Bds. 146 and 26: 
MC 93762—R. E. Mead, Welcome, Minn., certificate or permit. 
MC 95432—R. Reisdorf, Browns Valley, Minn., certificate. 


VED WITH HIS ANTIFRICION WHEELS, ROSS WINANS, IN 1824 

BUILT A 12S-POUND CAR MODEL, PLACED IT ON TRACKs SET 
UP IN THE BALTIMORE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, LOADED 
IT WITH TWO PASSENGERS AND S00 POUNDS OF IRON, AND 
DREW IT ALONG WITH ASTRING, ONE OFTHE PASSENGERS , IT 

APPEARS WAS THE AGED CHARLES CARROLL, OF CARROLLTON, LAST 
SURVIVING SIGNER. OF THE DECLARATION OF |NDEDENDENE, 
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With our vast facilities, both space and 
equipment, shiploads of pig iron, ore, 
steel and other bulky freight are 
handled speedily and at a saving. 







|" addition to large, modern piers, with more than 
1,000,000 square feet of covered storage space, this 
great terminal also provides vast open storage area 
sufficient to satisfy every requirement. 

In these immense yards, adjacent to piers, are accom- 
modations for the handling of rough lumber and bulky 
freight of many kinds; also more than 5,000,000 board 
feet of kiln-dried lumber can be stored in our specially 
constructed shed, the largest of its kind on the Atlantic 
Seaboard. 

Every modern lumber-handling equipment is provided. 
And our own railroad distribution yards, connecting with 


One of twenty-seven gangways 
available for lumber storage with 
direct rail connections all lines. 









all trunk roads, enable us to route lumber to inland points 
with a minimum of handling and the very lowest cost. 

Whatever your storage and shipping requirements, 
they can be efficiently and economically met here. Pro- 
vision is made for bulk and packaged freight of every 


Largest covered shed in the East for 
description. With railroad sidings on the piers, direct 


the accommodation of kiln-dried lum- 
ber. It is 1000 feet long by 92 feet 
wide, with space for millions of board 
feet. Railroad sidings, running full 
length of pier, permit economical 
transfer direct to and from ships. 








ship-to-rail transfer affords further economies. 


Detailed information and rates will be sent on request. 
Address E. W. Stringfield, General Traffic Manager 
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: PHILADELPHIA PIERS, INC. 
330 Chestnut Street -: Philadelphia 
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Personal Notes 





Promotion of J. P. Roddy, assistant general freight agent, 
St. Paul, to assistant general freight agent, Minneapolis, to 
succeed H. W. Wike, retired, is announced by the Northern 
Pacific. Succeeding Mr. Roddy is Otto Kopp, traveling freight 
agent at Moorhead, Minn. 

W. W. Manker, retired assistant traffic manager, Armour 
and Company, Chicago, died April 3 at the age of 70. He 
retired the first of this year. 

Richard W. Whittle has been appointed soliciting freight 
agent, C. and O., at Atlanta, Ga. Joseph C. Moore is appointed 
traveling freight agent at Norfolk, Va., succeeding W. C. 
McAllister. 

The appointment of Mrs. Ina C. Trewin as assistant secre- 
tary of the Milwaukee Road is announced. She is the widow of 
a former train service employe and is the first woman ever to 
hold the position of assistant secretary. She succeeds A. C. 
Hagensick, who is retiring after 40 years of rail service. 

G. J. Rudolf, Jr., general agent of Moore and McCormack 
at New Orleans, has been sent to Houston, Texas, as general 
manager. He succeeds T. E. Judkins who has established the 
Judkins Steamship Agency, Inc., and the Valley Stevedoring 
Corporation in Brownsville, Texas. J. Andre Mouton, general 
agent, coastwise steamship line, has been made assistant gen- 
eral manager at New Orleans in charge of freight traffic solici- 
tation. 

John A. Inglis has been appointed foreign freight traffic 
manager, Western Maryland. The position of assistant to the 
traffic vice-president has been abolished. S. R. Mason has been 
appointed traveling coal freight agent. 

H. C. Fisher, assistant general freight agent, Nickel Plate, 
at Indianapolis, is retiring after 46 years of service. The posi- 
tion is being abolished. L. O. Ward is appointed commercial 
agent at Indianapolis, succeeding P. S. Boomer, transferred. 
The position of traveling freight agent is abolished. The cir- 
cular also says that R. H. Utterback has been appointed com- 
mercial agent “at Indianapolis,’’ succeeding L. O. Ward, freight 
representative, promoted, and that the position of fregiht rep- 
resentative is abolished. H. W. Wittman is appointed coal 
traffic agent at Cleveland, succeeding Mr. Utterback. Albert 
Gilmore becomes commercial agent at Philadelphia, succeeding 
H. C. Grenz, and the position of freight traffic representative 
is abolished. J. E. Potterton is appointed westbound agent at 
New York, succeeding Mr. Gilmore. 

The appointment of Stuart T. Saunders, of Washington, 
D. C., and Bedford, Va., as assistant general solicitor of the 
Norfolk and Western Railway, is announced. 

J. R. Coulter, general traffic manager of the Frisco Rail- 
way, represented railroad management in a radio broadcast 
April 2 arranged by St. Louisans, Inc., businessmen’s fact-find- 
ing organization. The program is known as the Court of Busi- 
ness Inquiry. 

At a meeting of the executive committee of the American 
Railway Magazine Editors’ Association in Chicago, March 19, 
it was decided that the spring meeting would be held at the 
La Salle Hotel, Chicago, June 10. 


‘Winners in a system-wide safety-first essay contest, con- 
ducted by L. F. Shedd, superintendent of the Rock Island 
Lines’ safety department, in conjunction with the J. H. Mace 
Company, of Kansas City, Missouri, have been announced. First 
prizes were offered in four groups—regular employes, wives 
of employes, sons of employes, and daughters of employes. The 
winners are: Carl R. Canterbury, Moline, Ill., painter helper 
at the Silvis, Ill., shops of the railroad; Mrs. Lela B. Donaldson, 
Trenton, Missouri, wife of Edward Donaldson, machinist; Henry 
Gentile, Blue Island, Ill., son of section foreman Romolo Gen- 
tile; Vivian Nevitt, Clio, Iowa, daughter of section foreman D. 
I. Nevitt. 

James O’Keeffe, of Roanoke, superintendent of the Shenan- 
doah Division of the Norfolk and Western Railway, has been 
made agent and superintendent of terminals at Norfolk, Va. 
J. P. Jackson, of Portsmouth, Ohio, assistant superintendent 
of the Scioto Division, has been appointed to succeed Mr. 
O’Keeffe, and J. W. Neikirk, roadmaster of the Radford Divi- 
sion at Roanoke, was promoted to succeed Mr. Jackson. J. E. 
Dailey, assistant roadmaster of the Scioto Division at Ports- 
mouth, was moved up to succeed Mr. Neikirk. J. L. Ayers, 
assistant roadmaster on the Buchanan Branch, will be trans- 
ferred to the Scioto Division in the same capacity. R. F. Al- 
ley, assistant roadmaster on the Radford Division, also will be 
transferred, to succeed Mr. Ayers. 
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H. W. Talmadge has been appointed assistant gencral 
freight agent, Southern Railway System, at Atlanta. A. B. 
Chapman becomes assistant to the general freight agent. Wil- 
liam Humphreys is appointed assistant freight traffic manager 
at Evansville. W. J. Wilkins succeeds him as assistant freight 
traffic manager, Memphis. O. A. Vinyard succeeds Mr. Wil- 
kins as division freight and passenger agent, St. Louis. H. S. 
Knapp succeeds Mr. Vinyard as district freight and passenger 
agent, Peoria. A. C. Diven is appointed district freight and 
passenger agent, Cleveland, to succeed Mr. Knapp. 

G. V. Jones has been appointed assistant to general freight 
agent, Florida East Coast, at St. Augustine, Fla. 

M. R. Bryan has been appointed general agent, Union Pa- 
cific, at Milwaukee, and K. T. Mindemann general agent, freight 
department, at Kansas City. 

The Maritime Association of the Port of New York will 
give a luncheon to Admiral Claude C. Bloch, United States 
Navy, Commander-in-Chief, United States Fleet, and the offi- 
cers of the fleet, at the Commodore Hotel, May 9. 

Dr. G. Lloyd Wilson, professor of transportation and pub- 
lic utilities of the University of Pennsylvania, will speak on 
“Transportation as a Profession,” at a meeting of the Federal 
Transportation Association April 11 in the Department of Com- 
merce auditorium in Washington, D. C. ‘There will be a quiz 
on the definition of transportation terms and the first prize 
will be a free trip to the New York world fair in connection 
with the association’s fair tour May 19-21. 

Henry W. Stigler has been appointed special traffic repre- 
sentative, Missouri and Arkansas Railway Company, at Mem- 
phis, Tenn. 





April 15—Owensboro, Ky.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 105: 
MC 35397, Sub. 1—Denton Truck Line, Madisonville, Ky., permit to 
extend operations. 


April 15—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 95312—E. Aubuchon, St. Louis, certificate. 
MC 95366—C. Ramatowski, St. Louis, certificate. 


April 17—Amarillo, Tex.—Capitol Hotel—Examiner Corcoran: 
MC 66836, Sub. 1—Turner Transfer, Floydada, Tex., permit to ex- 
tend operations. 
April 17—Atlantic City, N. J.—Mariborough-Blenheim Hotel—Examiner 
Archer: 
27969—Agwilines, Inc. (Clyde-Mallory Lines) et al. vs. A. C. & Y. 
April 17—Baltimore, Md.—State Comm.—Examiner Sullivan: 
MC 10368—E. E. Hendrix, Inc., Baltimore, certificate or permit. 


April 17—Boston, Mass.—Manger Hotel—Examiner Brooks: 
MC 90954—J. Goldstein, Boston, certificate or permit. 
MC 95229—Martel’s Express, Salem, Mass., certificate. 
MC 95398—W. B. Kent, North Andover, Mass., certificate. 


April 17—Chicago, I11.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd. 13. 
MC 89557—H. Grote Cartage Co., Inc., Chicago, Ill., permit. 
MC 90141—Grand Motor Transportation, River Grove, Ill., certificate 
or permit. 
April 17—Chicago, I!1.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd. 17: 
MC 52365, Sub. 1—Hulcher Service Lines, Virden, Ill., permit to ex- 
tend operations. 


April 17—Helena, Mont.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 82: 
MC 89979—Schmittou & Sons, Lavina, Mont., certificate. 


April 17—Indianapolis, Ind.—U. S. Court—Examiner King: 

28000, Subs. 12 and 13—Applications of Wabash for approval of pro- 
posed modification of systems or devices under section 26(b) of 
the interstate commerce act. 

April 17—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Jt. 
Hinely: 
* MC-F 823—Motor Freight Corp., purchase, Southern Freight Lines, 
Inc. 
* MC-F 826—Consolidated Express Lines, Inc., purchase, D. P. Daum. 
April 17—Lincoln, Neb.—U. S. Court—Examiner Dunn: 
MC 89772—E. C. Lauber, Shickley, Neb., certificate. 


April 17—Louisville, Ky.—Brown Hotel—Examiner Yardley: 
MC 40858, Sub. 2—Silver Fleet Motor Express, Inc., Louisville, Ky., 
certificate to extend operations. 


Bd. 21 and Examiner 


April 17—Memphis, Tenn.—Peabody Hotel—Examiner Bradford: 
1. & S. M-616—Cotton and linters, Memphis, Tenn., to St. Louis, Mo. 


April 17—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Jt. Bd. 24: 
MC 3097—Lenzmeier Truck Line, Wahpeton, N. D., 
permit. 
MC 24221, Sub. 1—Janke Transfer Co., Frazee, Minn. 


April 17—Norfolk, Va.—Monticello Hotel—Examiner Werner: 
MC 15089—Motor Freight Service, Norfolk, license. 
1. & S. M-645—Proportional rates between Norfolk and Richmond. 
April 17—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Examiner Snider: 
1. & S. 4605—Groceries between Oregon and Washington. 
April 17—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 95296—P. Lorsbach, Hardin, IIl., certificate. 
MC 95311—N. A. Simmons, Texico, IIll., certificate. 
April 17—St. Paul, Minn.—State Comm.—Examiner Peterson: 
1. & S. M-619—Thrun Truck Line, commodities in Minn. and Wis. 


certificate or 
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QUAKER LINE 


and 


CALIFORNIA EASTERN LINE 


Coast to Coast Services 


Albany, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Norfolk, 
Newport News, Savannah, Jacksonville, Cristobal 


and 


San Diego, Los Angeles, San Francisco, Oakland, Stockton, Sacramento, 
Portland, Seattle and Tacoma 


DAWNIC STEAMSHIP CORP. 


General Eastern Agents 
17 Battery Place, New York 


Albany—D & H Building Chicago—327 S. LaSalle St. 
Philedelphie—The Bourse Pittsburgh—Gulf Bldg. 


Norfolk—111 E. Plume Street Detroit—General Motors Bidg. 
Baltimore—Keyser Building Savannah—Cotton Exchange Bidg. 
Boston—33 Broad Street Jacksonville—P. O. Box 1866 


ROUTE GALVESTON= 


For EFFICIENT, 
ECONOMICAL SERVICE 
and QUICK DISPATCH 


Galveston Wharf Company 


Est. 1854 
Geo. Sealy, Pres. F. W. Parker, V. P. & G. M. 


PORT OF TACOMA 


MUNICIPAL TERMINAL 


Where more vessels berth than 


at any other single Terminal in 
the Pacific Northwest. 


— INVESTIGATE — 
TACOMA, WASHINGTON 


P. O. Box 1612 Cable **Portacoma’”’ 


Complete details on documentation, consular regula- 


tions, and shipping procedure to every country and 
political subdivision in the world. 1800 pages of exact 
information on export shipping. A standard service 
which has been saving export traffic men, time, 
trouble and mistakes for 35 years. 


Descriptive circular mailed on request 


EXPORTERS’ ENCYCLOPAEDIA 


20 Vesey Street New York 
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April 17—Syracuse, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Haley: 
MC 89861—W. J. Scott, Gouverneur, N. Y., certificate. 
MC 92444—Smith & Frazier Transportation Co., Watertown, N. Y., 
certificate or permit. 
April 17—Toledo, O.—New Secor Hotel—Examiner Messer: 
MC 82593—Eaton Driveaway Co., Toledo, certificate or permit. 
MC 49090, Sub. 1—Viers Truck Line, Woodville, O., permit to extend 
operations. 
April 17—Tulsa, Ok!a.—Mayo Hotel—Examiner Simmons: 
MC 43163, Sub. 1—B. & B. Supply Co., Tulsa, certificate to extend 
operations. 
April 17—Washington, 
Carter and Haden: 
Ex Parte 127—Status of public stockyard companies. 
April 17—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
Fourth section application 17453—Sand and gravel to Evanston, IIl. 


Fourth section applications 17441 and 17420—Sand and gravel to 
Northfield, Ill. 


MC 50026—Arkansas Motor Coaches, Ltd., Inc. 
plication. 


April 17—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Rice: 
1. & S. 4581—Candy, Reading, Pa., to Baltimore, Md. 
MC C-108—Candy and confectionery, Reading, Pa., to Baltimore, Md. 
Ex Parte 130—Candy and confectionery by rail, Hershey, Pa., to 
Baltimore, Md. 


MC C-118—Candy and confectionery by motor carrier, Hershey, Pa., 
to Baltimore, Md. 


D. C.—Commissioner Splawn and Examiners 


, common carrier ap- 


UNION PACIFIC STREAMLINE LOCOMOTIVE 
The new 4,000 horse power Diesel-Electric locomotive re- 
cently purchased by the Union Pacific Railroad made its first 
trip into Chicago the night of April 1, on the City of Los An- 
geles and will continue in the Chicago-Los Angeles streamliner 
service. It arrived in Omaha two days before going into service. 





CHANGES IN DOCKET 

Argument in I. & S. 4492, assigned for April 6, at Washington, 
D. C., was cancelled. 

Hearing in MC 74791, assigned for April 7, at Pittsburgh, Pa., was 
postponed to April 27, at the Federal Bldg., Pittsburgh, Pa., before 
Jt. Bd. 59. 

Hearing in MC 47470 and MC 69802, assigned for April 7, at the 


State Committee, Hartford, Conn., before Examiner Haley, was held 
at the Bond Hotel. 


CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 


RATES: $1.00 a Line, Minimum 3 Lines » » 


FOR SALE—Interstate Commerce Commission Decisions, Volumes 
1 to 89, both inclusive, and Volume 91. In excellent condition. Make 
offer. Address Mr. S. R. Barnett, T. M., Wesson Oil & Snowdrift 
Company, Inc., 210 Baronne St., New Orleans, La. 





POSITION WANTED—Traffic Manager of National Organization 
must locate in New York City or vicinity. Age 25, 6 years’ experience, 
college education, quote any rate, claims, routing, classification, etc. 
Address Box I-N, Traffic World, 418 S. Market St., Chicago, Ill. 
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Professional Services Directory 


Commercial Traffic Managers Traffic Counselors 
Traffic Bureaus 1.C.C. Practitioners 


Traffic managers will find this section of value in getting 
outside assistance on special work and in answering inquiries 


from smaller shippers who wish to obtain these special 
services. 


ROY W. FLETCHER 


Statistician and Consulting Accountant—30 Years. 

Investigations—Cost Studies—Valuation and Rate 

Case Data — Statistical Analyses — Assistance to 
Counsel in Transportation Matters 


2346 Daily News Building 
CHICAGO, ILL. 


Statistical | HENRY J. SAUNDERS 


and Consulting Engineer, Statistical and 
Accounting Analyst 
Cost Studies of Operating Costs and Traffic 
Analyses 644 Transportation Bldg. 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Traffic 
and 
Commerce 
Specialists 
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POINTER ON MOVING 
Lasy as Moving a Pointer 


To the traffic manager 

who transfers em- 

ployes, doing it via 

Allied Van Lines is as 

easy as tracing their 
courses on a map. A mere telephone call from 
the busy traffic manager sets in operation for 
him the nation-wide services of the world’s 
largest long-distance movers. 


And what a sprawling, map-filling combination 
of facilities are lined up behind the corporate, 
undivided responsibility of Allied Van Lines! 
More than 500 local Agent-Members who are 
experts in the packing, moving, shipping, and 
storing of household goods. Their network of 
up-to-date warehouses, and the world’s largest, 
finest, and most modern highway fleet devoted 
exclusively to long-distance moving. 


Let Allied Van Lines move the employes you 
must transfer. Feel free to entrust their house- 
hold goods to the local Agent-Member, his skill- 
ful crews, and the corporate competence of Allied 
Van Lines. Allied Van Lines operates under the 
Federal Motor Carrier Act of 1935... is regulated 
by the Interstate Commerce Commission ... is a 
member of the Household Goods Carriers’ Bureau 


and participates in its tariff publications. 


Allied Van Lines carries cargo insurance to the 
required legal limit, and provides rea/ all-risk 
transit insurance at the lowest rate obtainable. 


Make the local Agent-Member of Allied Van 
Lines your counsel in employe-transfer. Gladly 
and impartially, he will advise the method of 
transportation most suited to your needs— 
whether it be van, rail, or water. 


ALLIED VAN LINES, INC. 


THE WORLD'S LARGE Scat: amummenes MOVERS 
AGENT-MEMBERS IN ALL PRINCIPAL CITIES - HEADQUARTERS IN CHICAGO AT 1018 SOUTH WABASH AVE. 





Dependable weather prophets tell us 
that spring is here. When spring 


comes G.L.T.C. service is not far —_———__ ene 


‘ LS LE LL ALOT tC LO eT ELL ALL EC ty: ee 
behind. = 
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Officially, the shipper’s opportunity—opening of 
Great Lakes navigation—will take place April 30. 
On that date lake-and-rail service becomes an active 
reality and there will be Great Lakes Transit Cor- 
poration ships in motion on all of the lakes but 


Ontario. G.L.T.C. offers the only complete lake- 

and-rail package service, between eastern lake ports 

and ports on both Lake Michigan and Lake Superior. 
Five of Great Lakes Transit Corporation's 
Major Sales Points Are: 


. Material Savings in Freight Charges. 
. Regular Scheduled Sailings. 
. Careful Handling of All Freight. 
. Wide Distribution. 
5. Unexcelled Refrigeration Facilities. 


Great Lakes Transit Corporation's specialized 
transportation embodying all of these outstand- 
ing features is available from, to or via eleven 
Great Lakes Ports and truly affords the Shipping 
Public a most economical transportation service 
between the East and West. 


BUFFALO, N. Y. 


Buffalo Cleveland Detroit Chicago Duluth Erie 
PRINCIPAL PORTS Windsor Milwaukee Sault Ste. Marie Superior Houghton 


OFF LINE OFFICES Boston New York Philadelphia Pittsburgh Minneapolis St. Paul 











